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Ln IBERT 1 of Thane. 4 ſaid the Archbiſhop of 
Cambray to a young Prince, is an impregnable 
Fortreſs which no human Power can force. Vio- 
| lence can never convince, it only makes Hypocrites. 
When Kings take upon them to direct in Matters of 
Religion, inſtead of protecting it, they bring it into 
Bondage. You ought therefore to grant to all a gas | 
Tolerati ion. Life of Fonolen, p. 307. . 


We may [afely 8 that whatever Viciſ tude ſhall . 


Happen about Religion in our time, it will probably 


be neither to the Advantage of implicit Faith, nor cx 
Enthuſi ö n 8 . of the . * 8 


7366. 


The Church of 1 Rome ; will not lie * People 10 \ diſdare 5 


their Religion, or to read Heretical Books, nay not ſo 5 
much as to look into the Bible it ſelf ; but we allo 


| all this to our People, as that which God not only 
allows, but requires, and which all conſi idering Men © 


will allow themſelves, whoever forbids it. ee, 
loc k's F nn Poperys 7.3. 
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To the Reverent 


Dr. ROGERS. 


Reorend Sir, 8 


HE Queſtion about Literal. . being 8 
become a matter of general Attention, 1 
have been led to conlier it; and in drder | 
_  thereunto have read divers Books written 
on a that Subject, and laſt of all yours, intitled, « The 
Neceſſity of Divine Revelation, and the Truth of 
the Chriſtian Revelation aſſerted, in eight Sermons. 
To which is prefixed a Preface, with ſome Re- 
marks on a late Book, intitled, The Scheme of Li- 
© teral 3 conſider d, &. — 
Upon which Book and Preface of yours, 1 think ie- 
proper to lay ſome Obſervations before the Publick ; 
being perſuaded, that they are both written and 
grounded on Principles abſolutely deſtrutive of 
Peace, Humanity, Liberty, Property, Truth, Re- 
velation, and the Chriſtian.Revelation in . 
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or in n other ores, 4 on en Principles, by which 


MS, 


; e - V l 
* * = * 
— — «vw : 1 
0 2 N. * . 


 ® Dedication, p. ir. Prefate, p. 7. P. 42. 
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the civil Magiſtrate is impower'd to chuſe a Religion 
(Mahometiſm, Popery, Heatheniſm, or what he pleaſes) 
for his Subjects, and to compel them by Violence 
or Laws to ſupport it, and acquieſce under it. 


1. I Was early convinced, that it was my Duty to 
enquire into, and judg for my ſelf about mat- 


ters of Religion. VFC 
In purſuance of which I did, upon ſuch Motives and 

| Reaſons as ſeem'd to me of ſufficient weight, judg the 
Chriſtian Religion to be true, and join'd my ſelf to 
the Commiunion of the Church of England. And 
moreover, I had this further Sentiment, That in caſe 
l went to reſide in Spain or Scotland, it would be my 
Duty to worſhip God publickly, if I had opportunity, 
according to the way of the Church of England; and 
that the Magiſtrates of thoſe Countrys ought to protect 
me in the Performance of the ſaid Worſhip, and 
in the publick Profeſſion of my Religion. Beſides, 
Il was always of opinion, that Toleration or Liberty 
e Conſcience in matters of mere Religion, was the 
way of Knowledg and Truth, the way of good 

| Neighbourhood, and Peace, and Order, and the 


way of Wealth and Strength in Society, 
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* Chillingworth's Religion of Proteſt, Chap. it. Sec. 85. 


Ch. iv. Sect. 13, . 
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lou may therefore eaſily judg, what 1 mult think 1 
of your Aſſertions, that the Author of the Literal 7 
Scheme, & c. ought to be * reſtrain d by the Magiſtrate 
from publiſhing ſuch a Book as that; that things have 
been 3 eftabliſhed on due Conſideration, after having 
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CE BE 
been ſufficiently diſputed, and every Objeckion, that per- 
ſons of Learning and Parts could ſuggeſt, heard and re- 
fured ; that Queſtions of this Importance are not to be 
kept open for ever, and as long as there is one left, 
who. has fr” enough to think 7 | ry ſomething new 
to offer ; that 4 every Tongue ſhould be ſilenced, and 
every Hand reſtrained from o poſing a Religion ap- 
proved by publick Wiſdom and civil Eſtabliſhments ; 
that to argue againſt ſuch received Notions, is @ De- 
fiante of Laws, and an Afront to general Profeſſion, 
and to be reſtrain'd; and that Liberty or Toleration 
(viz. Univerſal Toleration in matters of mere Reli- 
gion) tends to Licentiouſneſs and Confuſion, and ought 
not to be allow'd. To which 1 add your Invitation 
of the Author of the Scheme to Martyrdom, in theſe 
Words: © A Confeſſor or two would be a mighty 
© © Ornament to his Cauſe, If he expects to convince 
© us that he is in earneſt, and believes, himſelf, he 


- . 


© ſhould not decline giving us this Proof of his Sin- 


cCerity; Foot will not abide this Trial, we ſhall ſuſ- 
Feet to have but a poor Foundation. 
Taheſe Sentiments are in my opinion falſe, wicked, 


of Society, an perſonally injurious to the Author of 
the Scheme, & c. 5 oe A 1 ne, "i 
1. They ſuppoſe a Right in one Man (or Body, | 
of Men) to determine the Religion of others by 
his (or their) Authority, and to inforce it by tem- 
poral Rewards and Puniſhments when God alone, 
who ſpeaks to us either by Reaſgn or Revelation, is 
= the ſole Legiſlator in matters of Religion, and re- 
© quires of every Man to judge and chufe for himſelf, 
and leaves Men in all Places and Times to judge 
which Religion is true, and to quit a Religion they 
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inhuman, e and inconſiſtent with the Peace 


= judge falſe or unacceptable to him, and take 1 
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2. They ſet up the Deciſions of fallible Men for 
Rules not to be departed from: which Deciſions are 
ſo far from being the Effect of due Conſideration, 
that Hiſtory ſhows them for the moſt part, if not al- 
ways, to be the Effect of Party, Power, Faction, 
Enthuſiaſm, and Intereſt ; and that due Conſideration | 
haas and muſt have the leaſt Share in their Eftabliſh- 
ment. It is ſaid by a moſt learned Divine of our 
Church, that 9 «© the Orthodox Faith is not founded 
on a nice and critical Knowledge of the Scriptures; _*® 
many of the antient Chriſtians being no great Cri- = 
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Religion they judge true or acceptable to him; and 


when you your ſelf ſay, a Man who is * convinced 
that an Argument is concluſive, cannot upon any Au- 


thority give it up as inconcluſive. It is as abſurd to 
| ſet up a human Judge in matters of Religion, and 
to proceed therein by human Determination, as it is 

| reaſonable and neceſſary to ſet up a Judge in Civil 
Matters: for clearing which point, I refer my Rea- 
der to the incomparable 7 Chillingworth. Let me ob- 
| ſerve here, that you ſeem in this Preface to make 


the Magiſtrate, who is to reſtrain Men by force from 


profeſſing or publiſhing their Opinions, to be the 
judge of Doctrines, but that elſewhere you give 
8 Authority to the Church (that is, the Clergy) t 
preſcribe what Dvttrines ſhall be taught, and what 
not; which, I preſume, you reconcile by making 
the Magiſtrate your tool, who is to act as you direct, 
and whom you will allow to judge and act for himſelf 
(as you do the People) provided he judges and acts 


7 Religion of Proteſtants, &c. Chap. ji. Sect. 13—23. _ 
gers? Review, Sec. againſt Sykes, p. 22. 
5 Difficulties and Diſcouragements, &c. Ed. 8. p. 7. 
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ticks, but arguing very much in a myſtical way: 
that the original Language of the Old Teſtament 
was known to very few for the firſt ſix Centuries, 
in which thoſe General Councils were held, wherein 
all the Articles of the Orthodox Faith were ſettled : 
© that thoſe who knew Hebrew beſt were leaſt or- 
thodox : that an exact and critical Knowledge of 
the Scriptures was of little uſe to eſtabliſhing and 
c har the Orthodox Faith; but on the contrary, 
© that 

for the Fathers of the Church, by diſcovering their 
* Miſtakes; and may weaken our regard to the De- 
ciſions of Councils, by expoſing the Falſeneſs of 
the Ground they ſeem to be built on: that a Man 
© well skill'd in the literal Senſe of the Scriptures, 
will often find in the Fathers and Councils, Texts 
of Scripture urg'd very inſufficiently ; and great 
ſtreſs laid upon Paſſages, which, when critically ex- 
* plain'd, prove nothing, or perhaps make againſt 
them. And, in fine, that Men of refin'd and 


of Thought, and have look'd into the Principles of 


of the Lau of Nature, which is prior to all hu- 
man Inſtitutions : that theſe ſometimes deviate 
from that unwritten Law; and, when they do, are 
of no real intrinſick Authority. They know that 
24 a thing is not juſt and reaſonable becauſe it is en- 
= © acted; but in good Governments, is enacted, be- 
* © cauſe tis juſt and reaſonable. They know that 
Laws are ſometimes obtain'd by Surprize or Cor- 
ruption, by Party-Management, by Craft or Super- 
= © ſtition.” We made three Changes of our National 
© Religion in England in the Compaſs of a few Years; 


a. 
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uch Knowledge tended to leſſen the Eſteem 


* exalted Underſtandings, who have a large Compaſs 


Things, know that <written Laws are but Dedutions 
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on due Conſideration, after having been ſufficiently 


11 Collier's Feel. Hiſt vol. il. P. 411,430. 


firſt, from Popery to Proteſtantiſm, under that bape- 
ful Youth King Edward YI. Secondly, from Pro- 
teſtantiſm to Popery again, under that zealous and 


religious Lady Fpeen Mary: And thirdly, from Po- 
pery to Proteſtantiſm 
Queen Elizabeth. In all which, the Court chiefly di- 


ntiſm again, under the ingenious 


o 


rected the Legiſlature and Nation, and acted in great 
meaſure b x 


neaſure by human Politicks and Arts; influencing 
Elections of Members of Parliament, making Peers, 


1 


and dealing with Particulars of each Houſe for their 
Jae. And it is further remarkable, that the Set- 
9 


lement of our Reformation in Queen Elizabeth's 


time was entirely owing to the Civil Power, which 
eſtabliſh'd a Liturgy, privately ** compos'd and 
digeſted, aboliſh'd the Papal Authority, and enjoin'd 7 


an Oath of I to the Queen, in oppoſition 


ö not only to all the Biſnops in the Houſe of Lords, 
and to both Univerſities, who petitioned againſt a 
Reformation, but to the Clergy then aſſembled. in 
Convocation ; who were ſo far from concurring in 
Hur Settlement by a due Conſideration of the things 


7 « 


before them, that they * remonſtrated upon Conſi. 


dleration againſt, the Parliamentary Proceedings, drew 
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rted their Right, excluſive of the Laity, to ſettle 


gs have been eſtabliſh'd : 
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diſputed, and every Objeftion that Perſons of Learning 3 


| and Parts could ſuggeſt, heard and refuted, it is to 
de preſumed, that you, do not talk at random; that 
as a Teacher of Truth you would not invent Falſe- 
boods, or ſay any thing after others, to throw Duſt 
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1 
in your Readers Eyes; and that, as a learned Man, 
you would not aſſert a Fact of this kind, which you 


could not prove. You will therefore be pear to 
let us know the names of thoſe Books, where 
theſe matters have been ſuffciently diſputed, and 
wherein every Objettion that Perſons of Learning and 
Parts could ſuggeſt, has been heard and refuted , and 
give us an' Account of the Diſcuſſion theſe ng: 


have undergone, that we may ſee. with what Trut 


vou ſay they were eftabliſh'd on due Conſideration. 
For my part, I know of no ſuch Books, nor Diſcuſ- 
ſion, which preceded the Eſtabliſhment of Chriſtianity | 


or Religion in any Country, wherein Men might ſee 
all you mention as done before the Eſtabliſhment 


? and particularly no ſuch, Books publiſhed, nor any 
ſuch Diſcuſſion made in Great Britain, where the 
People ſubmitted to Popiſh Miſſionaries, and the Au- 


thority of their Princes (whom the Pope ſecur'd in 


his Intereſt) without knowing any thing of the Ob- 
jections made by ſome Per ſans of Learning and Parts, 
and the Reſutations made of them by others; like 
the Heathens of this Day, in the Eaſt and Weſt. In- 
dies, who before they. ſubmit to the Popiſh, Prelatical, 
Lutheran, or Calviniſtical Miſſionaries, can make no 
Objections but what their own Reaſon ſuggeſts to 
them. And as to the Books written before Chriſtia- 
nity became completely eſtabliſh'd in the Roman Em- 


pire, it does not appear, that the Jews, who, of all 


6.4 


Chriſtian Religion, and conſequently beſt qualify'd, 
to make pertinent Objections, wrote any Books a- 
gainſt it, The Pagans, indeed, wrote ſeveral Books 
againſt Chriſtianity, after it had been ſome time in 
the World: But theſe ſeem to have been rather a- 


tyrical than argumentative. Of which the Remains 
of Celſuss Book preſerved by Origen, and of Fur 


an's Book preſeryed by Cyril, are a Proof; where. 


. . 


erein all 


Adverſaries ſhould ſeem beſt to underſtand the 
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in thoſe two Perſons of great Learning and Parts con- 
deſcend to attack Chriſtianity by Sarcaſms and Ca- 
lnumnies, and make Objections which argue very 
little Knowledge of the Jewiſh and Chriſtian Reli- 
gions, and of the Books of the Old and New Teſta- 
ment, and of the Pretences of Chriſtians, . whom 
they deſpis'd as Fanaticks and Enthuſiaſts, It is ſaid, 
indeed, that Porphyry's Book againſt Chriſtianity, 
(which is loſt, as well as Euſebius's famous Anſwer 
to it) was an elaborate and acute Performance; yet 
I think the Preſumption is, that it conſiſted, like other 
Books and Diſcourſes againſt Chriſtianity, very much 
of Lyes, Satire, and Declamation, and very little Ar- 
gumentation or Criticiſm, founded on a Knowledge 
of the Old and New Teſtament, and on a Conſide- 
ration of the hiſtorical Facts reported of Jeſus and 
his Apoſtles, But however that be, it does not ſeem, 
that even the Objections of Celſus, Julian, and Por- 
 phyry had fair play, or were refuted in the manner 
you ſuppoſe; much leſs Objections of all kinds, as 
you aſſert. For by the 13 Decrees of Councils, and 
Edicts of the firſt Chriſtian Emperors, the Books of 7 
the Pagans againſt Chriſtianity, and the Books of He- 
retical Chriſtians, and of the Jews, were forbid to 
be tranſcribed, or publiſhed, or read, or kept, under 
the ſevereſt Penalties, and order'd to be all burnt: M7 
which Conduct prevented a due Conſideration of Obe Mi 
jections at firſt, and ended in a total Suppreſſion and 
Loſs of all Books written by the Pagans againſt _ 

_ Chriſtianity, and of many other Books, from whence 3 
Information or Objection, in relation to Chriſtianity, ** 
cculqd be had. And as to the Refutations of Pagan Mi 
| Objeftions made by the Men of Learning and Parts 
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3 Se Wagenſelii Prafat, ad Tela Ienea Satane, &c. 2 
wherein you have an biftorical Account of theſe Matterrs. 
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among the primitive Fathers, I think it is pretty uni- 
verſally acknowledg'd, That the Books and Apologys 
of Barnabas, Juſtin Martyr, Tertullian, Minutius Fa- 
lix, Origen, Arnobius, Enſebius, are not ſo good De- 
fences of Chriſtianity, as the Apologys and Books 
wrote by the Moderns ; and that the Topicks they | 
proceed on are many of them falſe, and their Refu- 
zations of ſome Objettions weak; and particularly, that 
in the matter of Prophecy and Interpretation of the 
Old Teſtament, they proceed in the myſtical way, 
and are far from being critical or rational Interpreters. 
Let me add, that the beſt Books wrote in behalf of 
Doctrines, which have been eſtabliſh'd, have been 
written after the ſaid Doctrines have been eſtabliſh'd. 
Thus Papiſts write beiter in behalf of Popery, and 
Proteſtants in behalf of Proteſtantiſm, than before 


| they got Settlements for their Doctrines; and both 
Partys now make ſtronger Objeftions and better Refu- 


tations of each other than ever. And it is very pro- 
bable, that if Liberty was allow'd to Deiſts, Jews, 
and others, in Countrys where Literature prevails, to 


2 publiſh their Objections to Chriſtianity without Mo- 
lleſtation, that we ſhou'd ſee both acuter Objections, 


and better 1 


. Refutations, than are now any where to be 


= 3. Theſe Sentiments ſubyert the moſt fundamental 
Law of Morality laid down in the New Teſtament. 
f "3 we would judge of this matter (of Liberty) 
by our Saviour's Rule of doing to others what we 
= *< would have others do to us, our Conſciences would 
ſcon decide the Queſtion : If we will but honeſtly 
ask our ſelves how we would have thoſe of another 
Religion deal with us, if we were living in Countrys, 
where we muſt depart from the national Eftabliſh- 


> rn 


1 Burner's new Preface to Paſtoral Care, „„ 


| 3 
= ment, if we do truly follow the Dictates of our Con- 
= T_T... 
5 | 4.᷑. Theſe Sentiments, by hindring Debate and Op- 
CAE polition, prevent a due Inquiry into the Truth of 
3 I bings. By making Authority the Rule, according 
1 to which Men are to conform in virtue of Penal Laws, 
1 they confound the nature of Truth and Falſnood, and 
male it abſurd for Men to judge of Things, by the 
= Agreement or Diſagreement of ideas, or by the Con- 
1 ſideration of any Arguments. By ſuppoſing things 
| Uderat any Arguments. DY luppouing tming 
eſtabliſh'd upon ſuch due Conſideration, that they 
ought never to be reconſider'd, they imply the Ab- "FF 
ſurdity of one Legiſlature's binding another; (when "F__ 
all Legiſlatures are equal; and a latter Legiſlature has 
a4ãꝛãĩãs much right to conſider and do what it thinks fit 
this Year, as any former Legiſlature had one hundred 
voor a thouſand Years ago:) and they imply the Abſur⸗- 
| dity of ſuppoſing human Laws unalterable, when it is 
BW the buſineſs of Legiſlatures to repeal, amend, and 
Wt make Laws, according to the various Circumſtances 7 1 
Men are under, and according to their own Concep- 77 
JJ 
J. Theſe Sentiments, by ſubverting Teleration, and 4 
' Introducing Civil Laws, as the means to ſettle and 
maintain Opinions, do moſt of all Sentiments tend to 
ſubvert the Peace of Society, as taking away that 
Quiet and Peace, which T oleration puts and keeps Men 
in, and injuring and diſturbing quiet and peaceable 7 
Men, in their Perſons and Fortunes; and this not for 
1 any Injury or Crime againſt the Society, or their 
3 Neighbour, but for mere perſonal Matters, nay, for 
8 mameere Uprightneſs in proſeſſing their Opinions. 
6. Theſe Principles inſpire Men with the utmoſt 
Fury, and Barbarity, both in Sentiment and Practice, 
1: ” againſt one another; make Men look upon one ano- 
| ther, as Devils incarnate, on account of ſuppos'd He- 
i! _relys and Schiſms; and think one another no leſs 
1 JJ ol a © 7 
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pire in the moſt cruel Puniſhments. 


1 
ſubject to Puniſhments for them, than for Murder, and 
robbing on the High- Way: nay, root out that natural 


Compaſſion which they have, when they ſee others 


ſuffer, even on juſt occaſions ; and make the Female 
Sex it ſelf overjoy'd, to ſee Men tormented, and ex- 


7. Thele Sentiments have done infinite Miſchief to 


Chriſtianity. 5 I may, I doubt nor, be demonſtrated 


with the greateſt Evidence, That all Chriſtian Churches 
have ſuffer'd more by their Zeal for Orthodoxy, and by 
the violent Methods taken to promote it, than from the 
utmoſt Efforts of their greateſt Enemys. Beſides, they 
argue a Diſtruſt of the Cauſe of Chriſtianity, This 


indeed you deny, and aſſert, That 16 you ſollicit nut 
the Countenance of the Great, or the Aſſiſtance of 


c 


| Authority, from any Diſtruſt of your Cauſe, or your © 
* Abilttys to defend it; and that your Carſe is the 


© Cauſe of God and his Chriſt, againſi which the Gates 


of Hell ſhall not prevail.“ But Dr. Atterbury's con- 


: trary Obſervation ſeems more juſt, when : he | ſays, 
That "7 whatever Method ſhall be taken of anſwering 


his Papers, otherwiſe than by Evidence and Argument, 


CCT 


8. As to your jeering call of the Author of the 
Scheme, & c. to Martyrdom, let me obſerve to you, 
That this is jeſting with the Libertys of Mankind, and 
laughing at, and triumphing over their Weakneſs, un- 
der the Security and Confidence, that Men are Fools 


enough, and obſtinately reſolv'd to be your Tools 


otherwiſe, I think, you would not dare to treat the 
Matter as you do. For can any thing be more ridi- 


75 Difficultys and Diſcouragements, Sc. p. 
T6 Dedication, * 7. „„ 2 . | 
77 Preface to Rights, Powers, Sc, p. 44. | 5 


f.,, 8 
culous than to invite Men to Sufferings ? Are you for 
ſuffering? No; tho you recommend it to others, 
you are ſo far from having a Diſpoſition to it your 


ſelf, that, by maintaining Religion on the foot of Au: = 
thority, you prevent all ſuffering in your ſelf, and 
without doubt will ſet an Example of ſubmitting to 


| Whatever is, or may be ſettled by Authority, which, 
you will contend, acts upon due Conſideration , and 
decline the Method of Martyrdom your ſelf, to prove 
your Sincerity, tho you think it neceſſary to prove the 


Sincerity of your Adverſary. But in oppoſition to this, 


| 1 crave leave to ſay, that it is a degree of Virtue to 
ſpeak what a Man thinks, tho he may do it in ſuch 
a way, as to avoid Deſtruction of Life and Fortune: 


And 1 humbly conceive, That it has as great a face 

of Virtue for a Man to ſpeak his Thoughts on one 
fide of a Queſtion, in Matters of Speculation and No- 
tion; and that without Proſpe& of Reward, and un- 


der the Apprehenſions of ill Uſage, as it is for another 
=O ſpeak what he is hir'd to ſpeak on the other ſide 


of a Queſtion; and, not content with that, to be 1 . 


urging and ſolliciting the temporal Powers to uſe force 


to maintain his intereſted ſide of the Queſtion, and 
; to pretend he does not ſollicit the Magiſtrate out of 
any ls Diſtruſt of his Cauſe, againſt which he ſays, 


The Gates of Hell ſhall not paevail. Let me add to 


this Article, That you tell us plainly here, that you 

would have your Adverſary hang'd or burnt ; and fully 
explain what you mean elſewhere, when you talk of 
_ reſtraining him. But 1 do not obſerve this for your 


ſake, but for the ſake of my Countrymen, that they 


may obf erve, that there are ſome Proteſtant Eccleſi- 
aſticks as bad as the Popiſh, and that if they could get 
credit enough to govern Princes, would not be behind 


* 
. . — 
* — 


| i Dezication, Ps 7. 5 
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hand with thoſe their elder Brethren | in Cruelty and 


= Barbarity. 


9. Laſtly, You ſuppoſe the Jniber of the Literal. 
Scheme guilty of the Breach of human Laws, for 
which he ought to be puniſh'd or reftrain'd. But you 
| would have done well to have aſſign'd ſome Propoſi- 
tion or Propoſitions out of his Book, for which he is 


liable to be puniſh'd by Law. The main things aſ- 


| ſerted in his Book are not, that 1 know, made Crimes 


XZ by Law. It is no where criminal in our Law, to 


aſſert, That the Prophecys in the Old Teſtament are not 
fulfilled in Chriſt in their literal Senſe, and that the 
Apoſtles cited them as fulfil'd in a typical Sanſe: and 
there is as much reaſon to puniſh the ſeveral Divines 


of the Church, who have interpreted ſome of the 
= Prophecys cited in the New Teſtament, as not literally 
belonging to Chriſt, as there is to puniſh him, unleſs 
the ſame — be ne! in — and blamable in 
3 him. 


It Joes n not Set any Law to call i in queſtion 5 


3 the Genuineneſs or Authority of a Text of Scripture; _ 
which you muſt know is done daily with Allowance, 
and without Penal Cenſure, by the Divines of the 
Church; and this in order to defend the Truth of _ 
80 hriſtianity. Mr. Whifton bas publiſh'd a remarkable 
Work, to correct the preſent Copy of the Old Teſta- 


ment, by various means, but chiefly by conjectural iT 


= Criticiſm, intitled, An Eſſay towards reſtoring the true 
lext of the Old Teflament, Biſhop Chandler is ſo far 
from blaming ſome “ learned Men, who had ſug- 
geſted to him, that the 20 jir/? Chapters i in St. Matthew 
were Not genuine; that, tho he does not approve of : 
that Obſervation, yet ba calls it ingenious 3 Which 
voſt N be cannot at t the ſame time think cri- 2 


W -** Defence, P. 266. 15. p. 2. 
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r 
minal, The Reverend Dr. Hare has made? Emen- 
dations of ſeveral capital Places in the New Teſta- 

ment: and the Reverend Dr. Mangey, ** ſuſpefts a 
matter, viz. Things ſtrangled, contain'd in the Apo- 
ſtolical Decree, as it now ſtands in the Acts, not to 
belong to the Text ; in which he moſt certainly uſes no 
criminal Liberty, tho he has no Foundation for his 
Suſpicion, but his own Penetration and Sagacity. 
Nor are all Propoſitions advanc'd, tho contrary to 
things aſſerted in 4s of Parliament, penal by Law. 
Every Man has liberty allow'd him to ſpeak, and does 
at times ſpeak of the Inconveniences of certain Laws; 
and has liberty to publiſh his Reaſons for aboliſhing 
and amending old Laws, and making new ones con- 
trary to the old ones. And the Laws relating to Re- 
ligion are no more exempted from ſtanding upon the 
foot of Senſe and Reaſon, than the Laws relating to 
Property, Trade, Peerage, and the Extent of the 
Powers of King, Lords, and Commons; which are 


all alterable at the Diſcretion of the Legiſlature, It FE 
is well known, that the Divines at all times are for c 


changing the Laws relating to the Conſtitution of the FT 
Church, and the Articles of Religion; ſome by their 
Projects for a Legal Comprehenſion, and an Abate- 
ment of the Terms of Conformity; and others by en- 
deavouring to have repeal'd what they call our E- 
raſtian Laws, to have the Powers of the National 
Church and Clergy encreas'd, and to have ſome new * 
Doctrines and Forms of Worſhip added to the Ar-. 

” NTT ðé- ] I TT TW 3 
Ils do not find, that Dr, Clarke is thought by any an 2 
Object of Puniſhment; but on the contrary is, 1! 
preſume, thought by divers laudable, for offering his 
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Et. Scripture vindicated, Sc. p. 150. 
** Remarks on Nazarenus, . 13. — i 
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neue Doftrin, p. 453. 
od TO, 


1 


| Reaſons to the *3 deliberate Conſideration of the Go- 


vernors of the Church, to have the uſe of the Athana- 


fan Creed laid aſide, as an advantageous thing to the 


true Intereſt of Religion; tho every Body knows that 


W Creed is eftabliſh'd by ſeveral Convocations of the 
7 Clergy, and by divers Acts of Parliament, and that 


upon as due Conſideration, as any thing elſe in our 
Proteſtant Church, or as Tran ſubſtantiation ever was 
in the Popiſh Church, before ours exiſted. I ſay, I 
preſume Dr. Clarke is by divers thought laudable : for 

it is manifeſt, how many of the Clergy, at this time, 

24 auiſh to be well rid of it, as the great and good 
Arehbiſhop Tillotſon expreſſes it. It is alſo lately dif. 
cover'd to us, by the Doctor, That *5 thoſe « Biſhops 


and Divines, (chan 26 which the Church was never 
* at any time bleſsd with either wiſer or better) 
who were appointed by a Commillion under the 


« great Seal in 1689, upon a deſign, which had be- 

c fore been concerted by Archbiſhop Sancroſt, of re- 
viewing, enlarging, and correcting the Liturgy, 
were in nothing more unanimouſly agreed, than 
that the uſe of the Athanaſian Creed ſhou'd be no 
longer impos'd. Nor was this, ſays the Doctor, 
then a new Propoſal, but had been long before 
the Opinion of as learned and religious Men, as 

« ever liv'd in the Church.“ And for this the Doctor 
cites ſeveral Paſſages from the pious Biſhop Taylor, 


and among others the following one: 27 If it were 
| © conſider'd, concerning the Athanaſian Creed, how 


+ many People underſtand if not, how contrary t0 


25 zee; DeSfrine of the Trinity. uf Edit, f. C. 
BY Apology for Dy, Clarke, p. 57. 5 1 P : : 
25 Scripture Doctrine, Sc. p. | 


Wake“ Speech iy the Houſe of Lords, March 17. 179g. 


0 natural 


Nm. 7 
natural Reaſon it ſeems, how little the Scripture ſays 
of thoſe Curioſitys of Explication, how Tradition 
was not clear on its ſide for the Article it ſelf, much 
| lefs for thoſe Forms and Minutes; it had not been 
amiſs if the final Judgment had been left to Jeſus 
Chriſt :—and indeed it ſeems hard to put Uncha- 
_ © ritableneſs into a Creed, and ſo to make it become 
an Article of Faith.“ V 
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Dor let us conſider, what you alledge againſt To- 
I leration and Liberty, and for Reftrame. 
lou ſay, ** © It wou'd have been a great Satisfac- 
tion to you, if the Author of the Scheme of Literal 
* Prophecys, ec. had refer'd to ſome Age and Coun- 
try in which his Scheme had obtain'd, and produc'd 
_ © thoſe glorious Effects he promiſes us from it. You 
believe our own Hiſtory can furniſh. him with a 
* Precedent, the neareſt to it of any in the World. 
In the days of the great Rebellion, our Fathers ſaw 
this Unerſal Liberty in its full Latitude and Extent, 
when every one was left to chuſe or deviſe his own 


Religion, and to have any or none, juſt. as he 
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pleas'd, provided he wou'd renounce that before 
eſtabliſn'd. But whoever reads the Annals of 
© thoſe miſerable times, and attends to the Com- 
© plaints of all ſerious Men of all Partys and Diſtinc- 
tions, will find very little inclination to have the 
Experiment try'd over again. And, among thoſe 
© Complaints, you beg leave particularly to obſerve 
one from Mr. Pryn, and others who had concur'd 
in the Counſels of thoſe Times, and the Subverſion 


c and 


1 To- 


is fa c- 
tteral 
-oun- 
duc'd 

Lou 


1th a 
/orld. | 


rs ſaw 
xtent, 
s own 
as he 
before 


als of 


Com- 
iſtinc- 
ve the 


erſion 


3 n 


and Confuſion they had produc'd. That Popery ne- 
ver got more ground, not prevail'd faſter than it did 
then. None labour'd with more Aſſiduity to ad- 


Emiſſarys of that Religion. The Chriſtian Mode- 
rator, a Treatiſe intirely built upon that Scheme, 
was wrote by one of them: and we have good evi- 
dence, that the Project of our Troubles was laid 
by that Church, and this Engine pitch'd upon as 
the moſt effectual to execute it. How far the Hand 
of that Enemy is concern'd in the preſent Attempt 
to revive that Scheme, we can only conjecture; but 
the Service they do, and muſt receive from it, is ap- 
parent to all obſerving Men.“ 5 
To which I reply, : 


* * * * * A * * * * ** * * * 


1. That it is not to be imagin'd, that a form of 
Government (which is the Ordinance of Man) ſhould 


be wholly fram'd by the exact Rules of Reaſon, and 


that human Weakneſs ſhou'd not enter into ſome of 


its Parts, as it is impoſlible for any Man to live up to 
the ſtrict Rules of Evangelical Righteouſneſs or Virtue, 


But for all that, it may be known from the nature of 


things, that what is juſt and right in Theory, muſt 
be good in Practice: and we may know, that Virtue _. 
© praQtis'd by a Society, wou'd produce the moſt glo- 
rious Effects that can be obtain'd in Society, 3 


2. That we have Proofs of the Excellency of the 


Scheme of Liberty, as we have Proofs of the Excel- 
lency of the Scheme of perfect Virtue. For as we 


may ſee the Exeellency of Virtue by that low degree, 


thoſe which is practis'd among Men: ſo we may ſee the 


bſerve | 
ncur'd 


Excellency of Liberty by ſo much of it as prevails. 


Let any Man conſider the State of England and Hol- 
land, and ſee whether good Senſe, Learning, Strength, 


Wealth, Peace, and Humanity, do not more abound 


in thoſe Countrys, by means of Liberty, than while 


they were Places of Perſecution, From whence it is 


vance the Scheme of Univerſal Liberty, than the 


C13) - 
eaſy to infer, that, if Liberty were given to more 
Sects, nay to all Sects, that maintain no Principles in- 
conſiſtent with the Peace of Society, the Benefit of 
Liberty wou'd be greater in all the foregoing Reſpects; 
and beſides, the number of Sects are as great a Con- 
| federacy to preſerve the common Libertys of a Coun- 
try, as one predominant Sect is, for the moſt part, a 
Body or Power, aiming to mag them, for its own = 
* peculiar Advantage. Let him alſo conſider Spain and | 
A Persal and other Popiſh Countrys, and he will find 
that the bad State of their Affairs is in great meaſure 
 ewing to their want of Liberty; and that thoſe Coun- 
trys are in a better or worſe State, according to the 
proportion of Liberty they have enjoy'd or do enjoy. 
l have choſen to refer you to England and Holland, 
as Countrys, wherein you may ſee the good Effects 
of Ly with your own Eyes, and to Spain and Por- 
tugal, where 3 ſee the bad Effects of Reſtraint: 
tho I could refer you to other Countrys, and eſpecially WW 
to China, (wherein the Scheme of Univerſal Liberty 
| prevails in the moſt perfect manner, and has render'd 
that Country the moſt populous, the richeſt, the po- 
liteſt, and moſt orderly and peaceable, of any Coun- 
try on the face of the Earth) and to every Country in 
the World, for either the good Effects of Liberty, o 
the bad Effects of Reſtraint, as I could for the good 
Effects of Virtue, and the bad Effects of Vii. 
3. That England, during the grand Rebellion, was 
ſo far from 3 4 Precedent, whereby to judge 
of the good Effects of Liberty, that the Church of 
England had then no Liberty, as you allow. That 
England, during thoſe times, was an Inſtance of Perſ- 
cution, and not a Precedent of Liberty. Liberty in- 
deed was much talk'd of, and perhaps intended by) 
ſome few: But was neither underſtood by the gene 
llality, nor ever praQtis'd, The Directory was eſta-W 
bliſn'd by Ordinance of Parliament, January 1644. and 
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544. and 1 
requir'd 


(is) 3 
requir'd to be und in all exerciſes of ar Religion, 
in every Congregation, Church, Chapel, and Place of 
publick worſhip, within England and Wales, And it 
was enforc'd by another Ordinance, Auguſt 1645. 
under much greater Penaltys than any, by which the 
Act of Uniformity provided for the re-eſtabliſhment of 
the Liturgy in 1662. And Ordinances were conſtantly 
making againſt the Members of the Church of Four you! 


= which the Men of thoſe times treated as Popiſh and An- | 


tichriſtian, and whoſe Clergy they call'd Baal's Prieſts : 


= by virtue of which Ordinances, they conſtantly perſe- 


cuted the Members of that Church, and eſpecially its 
Clergy, who then 30 ſuffer'd, as ſays a Reverend Au- 
thor, in far greater numbers, and in much greater de- 
grees, (and with many other Circumſtances of Aggra- 
vation) than the Nonconformiſts did under the Att of 
Uniformity in 1662. inſomuch that my Author ſays, | 


i: is a Confidence plainly aſtoniſhing, which cou d prevail | 


on Dr, Calamy and Others, who differ from the preſent = 
eftabliſh'd Church, to accuſe her in ſuch a publick man- 


ner, of a Wickedneſs in which it was notorious, them- 


ſelves had ſo very much exceeded; and that no other 
Period of Engliſh Hiſtory can pretend to equal thoſe 


times for Tyranny and Barbarity. Nor were the Mem- 


bers of the Church of England the only Sufferers for 3 


Opinions, but a ſort of Inquiſition was ſet up in re- 
ſroners 


ſpe& to Opinions: Firſt, by appointing Co 
and Tryers of Miniſters, who were to give Satisfaction 
to theſe before they cou'd be admitt 
ment, about Opinions, which were of themſelves for 


the moſt part impertinent to the ends of Piety and 


Religion: And, Secondly, by an Ordinance in 1647. | 
made on occaſion of Biddle's Books againſt the Trinity, 
that zo Wricing ſhow'd be publiſh, except the ſums u 
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(20) 


licens'd by one or both Houſes of Parliament, or by 


ſome Perſon authoriz'd by them: And, Thirdly, by 
an Ordinance, made in 1648. which ſeems, next the 


' Popiſh Inquiſition, the compleateſt Engine of Perſe- 


_cution, that ever was invented and put in practice. 


| This Ordinance, which is to prevent the Growth and 
Spreading of Hereſy and Blaſphemy, makes divers Opi- | 
nions (many of which are undoubted Truths, and 
others innocent Errors) to be Felony, for ſome of 
Which Men are to ſuffer Death, without benefit of | 
_ Clergy, and others to be ſuch Crimes, as ſubject Men 
to Impriſonment; and is to be executed by Juſtices of 


the Peace, who are requir'd to impriſon, and bind over 


| Perſons upon the Evidence of two Witneſſes, as alſo 
the Witneſſes themſelves to give their Evidence at the 
JJ. x Ins. 
And this Ordinance, made in 1648. was, I find, 
put in execution againſt the famous 3* John Biddle, 
the Socinian, (who had ſuffer'd Perſecution before for 
his Opinions) and William Kiffin, an Anabaptiſt 
Preacher, in 1655. Nor did the Parliament of 1653. 
135 conſiſting chiefly of Independents, interfere with the 
ſaid Ordinance, except in a mere Vote of Toleration 


for themſelves; in which very Vote they propoſe the 


3 diſcountenancing Blaſphemys and damnable Hereſys , © 
which are, as is well known, Terms ſignifying Opi- 
nions different from theirs. Oliver Cromwell indeed 
| ſeems ſo far to have been a Chriſtian, and a Pro- 
teſtant, and to have underſtood the Intereſt of Eng- 
land, and his own Intereſt in particular (being be- 

friended by the Sectariſts, and hated by the Presbyte- 
rians, Who had the publick Churches) as to have been 


e Parliament from July 13. 1653, p. 154: 
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willing, that all Sets of Chriſtians ſhou'd be tolerated, 


except 33 Popery and Prelacy, as appears by the Form 
of Government, declar'd and ſworn to by himſelf in 
165 3. He was even willing and deſirous to have the 
Jews eſtabliſh'd in England, and Ireland; and dealt 
with Manaſſeh ben Iſrael, and other Leaders among 


the Jews for their Settlement, who, if they cou'd have 
had a Property in Lands, and Liberty of Conſcience ſe- 
cur'd to them, wou'd probably have come hither in 


ſuch numbers, as to have made this one of the richeſt 


and moſt powerful Nations upon Earth; to ſay no- 
thing of that additional Strength and Security they 


wou'd have been to the Libertys and Propertys of Men, 
and particularly to the moſt fundamental right of Men, 

| Toleration or Liberty of Conſcience, But the 3+ Goſpel _ 

S Miniſters and the Bigots of thoſe Times effectually or- 
pos'd this Deſign, and even prevented his deſign'd In- _ 
dulgence to others, as appears by the putting in exe- _ 
cution the Ordinance above-mention'd, in 1655. after 
the Declaration of the Form of Government in 1653. 
Nay, the very next Year after this Declaration, his firſt _ 
Parliament, in 1654. (tho in eſſect choſen by himſelf) 

* debating 35 the Point of Liberty of Conſcience, up- 
on the new Government, did except all who ſhou'd _ 
maintain Atheiſm ,Popery, Prelacy, Prophaneneſs, or 


* any damnable Hereſy, to be enumerated by Parlia- 


ment.“ And for this (as well as other Matters, 
= wherein they oppos'd Cromwell) he ſoon difſolv'd _ 
chem, charging them in his Speech at their diſſolu- 


— —— 


— 


The Government of tie Commonwealth of England, &c, as 
it was publickly declard at Weſtminſter 16 of December 1653. 
at which Time and Place Oliver, Lord Protector of the ſaid 
Commonwealth, took a ſolemn Oath for obſerving the ſame, Arti- 


| ClES 35, 36,37. 


1j Kenner, Ib. p. 2s, Cromwel's Life, p. 


Whiclock's Memorials, p. 392, Kenner, Th, p. 210, 
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5 tion, 36 with thei Tyranny over the Conſciences of their . 
fellow Sub jeltn and chat _ Were worſe than the 


Biſhops. 
Church of England, were conſtant Sufferers, during 


| the times of the Uſurpation ; and James Naylor, one 
of them, was proſecuted in Parliament juſt before Oli. 
ver's Death, in 1658. for Blaſphemy, and had a moſt 


terrible Sentence pronounc'd and executed on him, 


hardly eſcaping the Sentence of Death it ſelf, it being 


carry'd upon the Queſtion in the Houſe, 37 whether 


Death ſhou'd be his Puniſhment, in the Negative but 


by 96 againſt 82, Your Reproach therefore of the 


Times you mention is ſo far from being true, that 
the contrary Reproach is moſt manifeſtly true, that 3* 
tze Patrons of Liberty and Conſcience, viz, Precbyte- 
rians, 3 Ke. allow'd it not to one an- 


. ther, iN, 


But te proceed i in my Reflections on n other Branches 


of the laſt Paragraph. 
J. As to the Complaints of 1 Men of all Partys 
8 for the Liberty of thoſe Times, and particularly for the 


Complaints of Mr. Pryn, and others who concurr'd in 


| the Councils of thoſe Times; that Popery never got more 
ground, nor prevail'd faſter than it did then; none la- 


| bouring with more Aſſiduity to advance the Scheme of 


Univerſal Liberty, than the Emiſſarys of that Religion, 
one of which þ 12 4 Treatiſe intirely built on that 
Scheme, intitled, The Chriftian Moderator : 1 obſerve 

to you, firſt, 


That it wou'd 1 not have been improper for you to 
5 have refer d to n toe the Particulars of thoſe | 
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Complaints you hint at; firſt, That the Perſons, who 
complain, might be known; and, ſecondly, That the 
Matters, whereof they complain, might be conſider'd; 


and thereby all juſt Complaint taken off from the 


Scheme of Liberty and Toleration, which being the moſt 


fundamental Right of all Men, the moſt eſſential Pro- 


perty of Men, and the grand Principle of Religion and 
Learning, and of Peace and Order and Strength and 
Wealth in Society, can do no real hurt, any more 
than the &chemes of Temperance, Juſtice, and other 
Schemes which are neceſſary to be put in practice for 
the benefit of Society. Had you cited thoſe Com- 


plaints, 1 am perſuaded, that they wou'd appear to be, 


firſt, Either Complaints about ſuch Matters, which are 


really bad in themſelves, and real Breaches of Peace, 
whereof all Times furniſh Examples; but which no 
more follow from the Scheme of Liberty, than the 
Church-Mens pulling down of Meetings in the latter 


end of Queen Anne, and the beginning of King George, 
does from the Act of Toleration, (which Complaints 


of ſerious Men will be found therefore to be nothing 
but Calumanys to miſrepreſent the Doctrine of Liberty, 
and to prejudice People againſt it) or, ſecondly, They 


wou'd appear to have been Complaints in relation to 
mere Diyerſity of Opinions and Modes of Worſhip, 
ſuch as are recounted in the Serious and Reverend Mr. 
Edwards's famous Gangrena, printed in 1647. and in 
his, and other Serious Miniſters of thoſe times, Treatiſes 


and Sermons againſt Toleration ; or in Mr. Pryn's Sword 
of the Chriſtian Magiſtracy ſupported : one of the moſt 


perſecuting Books that ever was publiſh'd, in behalf 
of Presbytery, and againſt all other Sets. And what 
ſignify ſuch ſerious Complainers (High-Church Presby- | 


terians, High-Church Se&ariſts !) that wou'd uſurp 
the Place of God, and govern the Religion, as well as 
the Perſons and Fortunes of Men? You do very well 


to refer to the Authority of ſuch Men, complaining of 


2 ( 24 3 
Liberty and Toleration, who do, with other ſerious 
Mien of our Times, ſo well copy after your ſerious Preſ- 
buyterian Anceſtors, who copy'd after the Church- Men, 
Who copy'd after the Papiſts, who tranſcended their 
Predeceſſors. Factious, impoſing, Presbyterian and 
Independent Prieſts (whoſe grand Complaint was the 
very Exiſtence of Church of England Men) and furious 


1 | 
[\ | IJigots, ſuch as Pry», who hated Sets, and was more 
1 Zealous even againſt Independents and Baptiſts, than 
; { 1 againſt the Prelatiſts, are excellent Patterns for High- 


Church Prieſts to follow! And you truly commend 
| | our ſelf when you commend them. This puts me 
218 nin mind of a Book of Dr. Aſhton, a late Divine of the 
_— Church of Vneland, printed and licens'd at Oxford in 
= 15670. againſt T leration, and for making and enacting 
Bl Penal Laws againſt the Diſſenters, with a Title that 
4 ddces ample Juſtice to the Presbyterian Clergy, during 
the times of the Uſurpation, by recognizing them for 
his Authority in the glorious Cauſe of Perſecution ; 
Which Title is as follows, Toleration diſapprov'd and 
condemn'd by the Authority, and convincing Reaſons 


/ Ihe Presbyterian Miniſters in the City of London | 
met at Sion College, December 18. 1645. and of 
twenty eminent Divines, moſt if not all of them, Mem- | 
it bers of the late Aſſembly, in their Sermons before the : 
JN Houſes of Parliament on ſolemn Occaſions. Thus the 
4 1 4 g same of Perſecution, Miſchief, and Diſorder, may be 7. 
4 1 pPlwKw⸗ay'd round, by the different Sets of Clergy, by one : 
1 another's Authority. For they may all, as indeed { 
Vi they do, cite one another's Authority in this caſe, | 
. The Prelatiſts and Presbyters of England and Scotland, 3 
11 are conſtantly retorting the Charge of Perſecution, and . 
+ | Citing one another's Authority for Perſecution of each I 
N other! which Conduct of ſome Clergy in all Ages, has 0 
4. . given occaſion to make a general Charge againſt them 1 
1 . | all, as a Body of Men, who have little Humanity, and £ 
Ej  aredeſtitute of Lay Pity, and who are Enemys to the ; 
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Peace and Quiet of their Country, and the juſt 
Rights of Mankind. But to proceed, As to the Com- 


plaints themſelves made by theſe ſerious Men, what 
can any of them, that really affect the Scheme of Li- 
 berty, be, but Complaints againſt Arians, Socinians, 
Arminians, Anabaptiſts, Independents, &c. who main- 
taining no Opinions contrary to the Peace of Society, 
are no proper Subjects of thoſe tragical Complaints 
made, and Horror expreſſed on occaſion of tbem? 
It ſeems a wonderful and almoſt miraculous Power 


in Prieſts to be able to overcome the natural Bene- 
volence, which, one would think, Men ſhould have 


for one another, in matters which are merely perſonal, 
and to implant in them a Pleaſure and Satisfaction 
to ſee their Neighbours haraſs'd, ruin'd, and mur- 
der'd, on account of ſuch things ; . as they 
hurt no other Men, ſo are they the beſt Services 
the Profeſſors of them can offer to God, Compare 55 
the two Diſciplines, of the Scheme of Perſecution, . 
and the Scheme of Liberty, together; and methinks _ 
the Miſchief; and Deformity of "the former, and: Ex--- 
cellency of the latter, ſhould ſhine in your Face. 
For how can a Man but with Pleaſure look on the 


publick A ws, Church of England 


Men, Presbyterians, Independents, Sycinians, Anmini- 
ans, Baptiſts, and Quakers, to profeſs their peculiar 


Opinions, and to worſhip God in their own way? and 


how can any one but with Abhorience ſee one of 
theſe Sets perſecuting the others ? 1 own my ſelf 
ſhock'd at, and to have in horror the Burning and 


S 


other Perſecutions of Hereticks and Noncontormiſts | 


in Queen Elixabeth's and King James's time, the cruel 
Puniſhments and Sufferings of Puritans in' King 


Charles the Firſt's time, and the Perſecutions of the 
Diſſenters, and eſpecially Q#akers (whom, with that 
great and good Man Archbiſhop ?9 — * Was 
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ever heartily forry to ſee ſo hardly uſed) and to have 
in like Horror the cruel Uſage of the Church of Eng- 
land and Sects between the Years 1640 and 1660, 
But what is there ſhocking, and what is there really of- 
fenſive in thoſe Secls, tolerating one another, and 
letting one another live in Peace? And methinks it 
would be more becoming for the Clergy, as well 
as mare political at this time, when People are fo 
| enlightned, to preach Peace and Quietneſs about, and 
mutual Toleration in things which are innocent in 
| themſelves, and cannot be prevented, than for them 
do be exciting the Magiſtrate to ruin and haraſs their 
Neighbours, and putting the Kingdom in a Flame. 
Dr. ** Atterbury makes it the Character of the Clergy 
of the Church of England to be profeſſed Aſſertors of | 
the juſs Freedoms and Rights of Mankind in religious Ty 
| Aﬀeirs : which he ſays to do them honour.  _ 
6. I deny that there were Complaints made by ſe- 5 
rious Men of all Parties for the Liberty of thoſe Times, 
meaning Liberty to ptofeſs Opinions, which is the 
matter before us. I do not believe you can produce 
* any ſerious Men among the Baptiſts, Socinians, Qua- 
| kers, Jews, and Muggletonians, complaining of the 
Liberty of thoſe Times On the contrary, I under- | 
take to produce ſome ſerious Men in all theſe Sets, 
who complain'd for want of Liberty; as did alſo the 
Church of England Men and Independents, who in- 
_ conſiſtently complain'd both of Liberty and the want 
of it; that is, of the Liberty which ſeem'd given to 
others, and was diſallow'd to them. 1 5 
7. Mr. William Pryn is very improperly called one 5 
who concurred in the Councils of thoſe Times : for tho 
he was a zealous Enemy of Laud and the eftabliſhed 5 
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Church, and a great Presbyterian, he yet was ſoon 


ſo enrag'd at ſome Diſappointments, that he “ be- 
came à bitter Enemy to the Councils of thoſe limes, 
and advanced much the King's Cauſe in his Declen- 


| ſion, and was turn'd out of the Houſe of Commons in 
1648 by the Army, and impriſon'd, as being zealous 


for Peace, and in bringing the King to his Parliament. 


Whereupon he became a bitter Enemy to the ſaid 
Army, and Oliver their Leader; doing them alſo much 


Miſchief, by publiſhing divers Pamphlets againſt them 
and their Tyranny, and diſowning their Authority, 
and even mae to pay the publick Taxes levyd 


by the Powers in being: for which Conduct he un- 
derwent divers Impriſonments. And at laſt, in 1659. 


he was the moſt zealous Member of the whole 


| Houſe for calling home King Charles the Second. 


And if you had been pleas'd to name the others, 


| who, you ſay, concurred in the Councils of thoſe 


Times, it is poſſible they may be ſome who concurred = 
at firſt like Pryn, (or Hide, afterwards Earl of Cla- 
rendon, and my Lord Falkland) in thoſe Councils, but 


were like Pryn, afterwards, the greateſt Enemies to 


thoſe Councils; or like Dean Hicks, who concurred 


with others of the Clergy in inviting the Prince of 


Orange over, to come and fave the Church; or Arche 
biſhop Sancroſt, who concurred with other Biſhops 
and great Men to deſire the Prince of Orange to 
take the Adminiſtration on him, on the Flight and 
Abſence of King James, but afterwards took other 
Meaſures, and diſapprov'd what themſelves had done; 

or like Parſon Paul and Parſon Byſſe, who concurred 
with the publick Councils ſo far as to take the Oaths 
upon the Revolution Eſtabliſhment, and afterwards 
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turn 4 Rebels and Traitors. Beſides, 1 think you do 


too much honour to Pryn, by talking of him, as 


one concurring in the Councils of thoſe Times, who 
never had any Poſt in the Government, and was only 1 
a little, factious, ſcribbling Fellow, that fell in with 
the publick Meaſures, as long as his pane OY "1 
and Perſecutor Laud liv'd. 
8. As to Popery never getting more ground than in 
the Times before us, in virtue of the Univerſal Li- 
berty then allow'd, I obſerve, firſt, that if Popery 
did then get extraordinary ground, it could not be 


owing to the Allowance of Univerſal Liberty ; which, 


as appears, was not allow'd. Secondly, that the De- ; 


gree of the Growth of Popery in thoſe Times, is 


pretty difficult to determine. And 1 think it may 
up juſtly be aſſerted, that it cannot be determin'd 
* Pryn and others, who endeavour'd to fire the Peo- 
ple againſt Liberty of Conſcience, urging, among other 
5 falle and fallacious Topicks, that Liberty of Conſcience 
was 4 Popiſh Engine: Which is ſo far from being a 
Popiſh Engine, that the grand Popiſh Engine is Perſe- 
cution; and it is now well known, that the Church- 
men in their Perſecutions of Diſſenters in King 
Charles the Second's Time, were the Tools of the 
Papiſts. Thirdly, I do not wonder, that Popery | 
ſhould grow upon us in Frngland, under the Reign of 


Presbytery, no leſs than under the Reign of Prelacy - 


ſince the Authority of the Church is a Doctrine com- 5 
mon to High Presbyterian and High Prelatical Di- 
vines; and Tice: if chere be any ſuch thing as ab- 
ſolute Church Authority, it muſt reſide in the Church 
of Rome. Fourthly, I do learn from the Reverend 
Dr.“ Kennet, now Biſhop of Peterborough, that Po. 
| ory continu'd in 16 $2, to | take 7 3 our in- 
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rafline Broils and Confuſions and that many of the 
Church of England Men forc'd into Baniſhment, or 
lying under Sequeſtrations, turn'd Papiſts, in ab hor- 
rence of the new Saints; and that in a Book printed 
this Year (viz. 1652) there's is a Roll of above twenty, 
who have lately declar'd themſelves. 1. Counteſs of 


Derby. 2. The Lady Kelimechin, 3. The Lord Cot- 


tington. 4. Thomas Vane, D. D. 5. Hugh Paulin 
de Creſly, Prebend of Windſor. 6. Sir Marmaduke 
Langdale. 7. Sir Francis Doddington, 8. Sir Theo- 


philus Gilby. 9. Mrs. Bridget 8 10. Dr. Baily. 
11. Dr. Coſen's only Son. 


13. Mr, Peter Glue of Baliol College in Oxford. 


14. Mr. Richard Nichols, B. D. of Peter-Houſe, 
Cambridge. 15. Mr. Richard Craſhaw, M. A. of 
Peter-Houſe, Cambridge, well known for his excel- 
lent Poems. 16. Mr. William Bowlands of Exeter- © 
College in Oxford. 17. Capt. Tho. Cook. 18. _ Ts 


Edward Barker of Caius's-College, Cambridge. 


= Mr. Temple. 20. Mr. Osborn, exc. 80 that 0 1 
© then getting ground chiefly among Churchmen, (who _ 
have ever turn'd Papiſts in a greater Proportion than 
Puritans, Presbyterians, Independents, Quakers, or any 
Diſſenters) was ſo far from being owing to Tolera- _ 
an, that it was owing chiefly to the want of Tole- 


8 
ration to them, who being perſecuted for their own 


Worſhip according to the Church, turn'd Papiſls, as 
tis faid above by Dr. Kennet. Fiſthly, ſuppoſing 
that Liberty of Conſcience ſhould accidentally, or even 


directly, occaſion the Growth of Popery (ſuppoſe HR 
Scotland) is that a Reaſon why the Church of Eng- 
land Alen ſhould not be rzolerated there, and mould | 


be excluded from the juſt Rights of Mankind? 


Sixthly, It is very true that a Prieſt of the Roman _ 
Church did, in 1652, publiſh a Book pleading for an 
i Toleration, under the T tle. of, The Chriſtian 
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Moderator. But I think a Papiſt's pleading for Tole- 
ration at that time, to be no good Argument againſt 
Toleration. For do not, and will not, nay muſt not, 
all Men deſire Toleration, when they find themſelves 
_ oppreſſed ? Are, or can Papiſts, be deſirous of ſuffer- 


ing in their Perſons and Fortunes ? The greateſt 


Perſecutors themſelves ſuffer Perſecution as unwil- 
lingly as any other Men; and are, when perſecuted, 
as conſcious as others of the Iniquity thereof. And 

therefore it is ſurprizing, that it ſhould be matter of 


Objection to Toleration, that Papiſts deſire to be 


| ealy, and take the Benefit of the Moderation, Tem- 


per and Chriſtianity of Proteſtants, to get a Tole- 
ration for themſelves, And methinks, if Popiſh 


Principles and Popiſh Conduct, be what we are to 


deteſt and abhor, we ſhould be all Friends to Tole- 


ration: for the ſerious and ſtanding Opinion as well 
as Practice of Papiſts, the Principle upon which Po- 
pery is built and founded, and by which it carries on 
its Cauſe, and which it openly defends, is the Prin- 


ciple of allowing no Rivals in. Worſhip, no Diffe- 


' rence in Sentiment, but compelling and driving all 
before them into Unity and Uniformity, It we 
would not imitate Papiſts, we ſhould avoid all Per- 
ſecutions of Jews, Hereticks, and Schiſmaticks: and 
it ſeems very abſurd, to argue againſt Toleration, 
from the ſuffering Papiſts of HAngland being for a To- 


leration there, againſt the very Spirit of their Reli. 


gion, and to make it criminal to imitate the Pa. 
peiſts, aſſerting Toleration in their Diſtreſs, againſt Þ 
their ſtanding Conduct in Power. Moreover, it ſeems 

very ſtrange arguing, that becauſe Papiſts, when 
they want Toleration themſelves, think fit to quit 
the Principles of Popery, that is, human Authority 


and Force in matters of Religion, and to urge the 


Peoteſtant Topicks of private Judgment, and the 
Right of all Men to judge for themſelves, in order 0 
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procure a Toleration, that we ought to take up 


the Popiſh Opinion of Authority and Force, that is, 


take up with the worſt part of Popery, becauſe the 
| Papiſts act the part of Chriſtians and Proteſtants. 


In my opinion, the ſuppoſed Truth of things is the 
rule of Aſſent; and let Papiſts, or any other abſurd 


Set of Men, profeſs an Opinion that I believe true, 


it _ not in the leaſt ro ſhake my Aſſent, and 


Conduct under that Aſſent. And the true uſe to be 
made of abſurd Peoples aſſerting a ſuppos'd Truth, 
is to endeayour to draw them from their Abſurdities, 

by arguing with them from an allow'd Principle: 


which may be done with great Advantage in the 


caſe before us, in reſpect to the Papiſts, who, by 

owning the Right of Mankind to judge for them- 

ſelves, and exploding the Authority of Prieſts and 

3 the religious Notions of the 

People, do virtually ſubvert the fundamental Princi- 

ps of Popery. Let me add a Paſſage from Arch- 

biſhop Wake, which is not only pertinent to a great 

part of what I have before deliver'd, but does in my 
opinion repreſent him as one of the beſt of Prelates, 

and highly deſerving the Poſt to which his preſent 


Majeſty has advanc'd him. #* © It is amazing and de- 


* < plorable, /ays he, that Chriſtians ſhould make it a 

matter of Conſcience to the Principles of their Re- 
* ligion, to perſecute one another; and think that 
© they do God ſervice, when they dye their Hands 
© with the Blood of his Servants. Yet to this degrees 
Jof Fury have ſome Chriſtians, in theſe latter Ages. 
© arriv'd, ——How this barbarous and bloody Spirit 
© firſt got Admiſſion into the Church of Chrift, I 
| © ſhall not now enquire, Certain it is, as there is 
nothing more unreaſonable, in the nature of the 
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© thing it e ſelf, than to force Conſcience, and to per- : 
* ſecute Men into a right Faith; ſo is there nothing 
more contrary to all the Rules of the Goſpel, than 


to propagate its Intereſts by Violence and Oppreſ- 


2 ſion, This the Primitive Chriſtians conſtantly ob- 


© jected to their Heathen Enemies. This all the 


5 beſt and wiſeſt Men, have generally aſlerted ever 


O 


« ſince: and even the molt perverſe ſee the Rea- 
9  ouableneſi of it, when it comes to be their 
« own Caſe, and they are themſelves in danger of 
_ © ſuffering upon this account. And yet ſuch 1s the 


« ſtrange Partiality of Mankind, that we hardly any 
© of us know how to ſet bounds to this Temper, 


© when we have the Power in our hands. We 
think we have all a Right to perſecute others, tho 


none have any to ene it upon our ſelves. And 


Argument: fo of all kinds of Chriſtians, never 


have any been more ſcandalouſly guilty of the Bar- 
_ © barity than thoſe of the Church of Rome, that Diſho- 
_ © nour to the Name, and Scourge to the Diſciples of 
© Chriſt : Whoſe Religion, as it has an Allay of 
© Paganiſm in it, ſo we ought the leſs to wonder 
if we ſee it wholly acted by a Pagan Spirit.” 
N Seventhly, Methinks, inſtead of making Toleration 
Pobiſi Engine and Project, becauſe a Popiſh Author 
wrote for it when the Papiſts wanted Toleration 
_ themſelves, you had as juſt Reaſon to make it a 
Church of England Project and Engine. For it is 
well known, that the learned and pious Dr. Jeremy 
' Taylor, a Divine of the Church of England, and a 
| gone | kane for his Toni and Religion, did, in 


1647, 


; accordingly, we do all, in our ſeveral turns, both 
© rail at Perſecution in Matters of Religion, and | 
© yet continue to ſet up for it. 1 
But as this Temper has always been abſars'd'; to 

ON prevail moſt on the worſt ſide ; which is generally 
found to make up with Violence, what it wants in 
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1647. publiſh his incomparable Liberty of Prophecy- 
ing; in which he advanc'd the Scheme of Univerſal 
Liberty, in order to get a Toleration for the Church 
of England, as the Author of The Chriſtian Modera- 
tor did to get a Toleration for Popery. And lately in 
our own time, a Gentleman, ſaid to be ** Divine 
of the Church of England, who is no leſs eminent 
for his Zeal for the Church, than for his Parts and 
Learning, and high Station in the Church, has laid 


down the like Scheme of Liberty in a moſt incompara- 


ble Book, intitled, The Difficulties and Diſcourage- ; 
ments which attend the Study of the Scriptures in the 
way of private Judgment, in order to ſhow, that ſince 
ſuch a Study of the Scriptures is Mens indiſpenſable 
Duty, it concerns all Chriſtian Societys to remove as 
much as poſſible thoſe Diſcouragements, In which 
| Work the Author has moſt ingeniouſly expos'd the 
Methods of all kinds us'd to hinder and prevent Li- 
berty of Judgment, and this with a particular View to 
ſome Clergymen of the Church of England, who in A 
uſing their private Judgment had departed from the 
vulgar Orthodoxy, in a Point, deem'd by moſt fun- 
damental, And I recommend this Book to you; 
who have probably a very great Regard for the ſup- es 
poſed Author; and who, I will ſuppoſe, underſtand 
the World ſo well, as to know, that the real Senti- 
ments of a Divine are better known by the Books he 
publiſhes without his Name and ſecretly, than by 
_ he publiſhes with his Name and Eccleſiaſtical 
9. Let me obſerve on this Occaſion, that the Pro- 
ceedings, in England from 1640 to 1660, ſeem a 
conſtant Subject for Miſrepreſentations, and for falſe 
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| Obſervations, both from the Pulpit and Preſs, in 


order to deſtroy the Libertys and Propertys of the 


People of this Age; to ſubyert the moſt evident 
Truths; and to promote Animoſitys at this Time, 


about Matters which no more concern Men now, 


than Things done in the Reign of William the 
Conqueror. 1 5 "ITN | 


10. As to your Inſinuation, that the Hand of the 


 Papiſts is concern'd in the preſent Attempt to revive the 
Scheme of Liberty, and that Service is done to Popery 


thereby, 1 obſerve, 5 5 
That this is entring into Mens Thoughts, and 


5 them with Guilt from mere Imagination ; 


which has been a common Method to ſupply the 


Evidence that has been wanting to make Men odious : 
and that it is very unreaſonable to call that a Popiſh 
Project, which has been a Church of England Pro- 
jet, in the Caſe of Doctor py Taylor; and 
which has been a Doctrine of all Men under Op- 
preſſion; a Doctrine neceſſary to juſtify the Intro- 
duction of Chriſtianity, and agreeable to the Spirit 


thereof; a Doctrine of the primitive Chriſtians and 


Fathers, till Chriſtianity became the eſtabliſn'd Reli- 
gion; a Doctrine neceſſary to introduce and juſtify 


the Attempts of Private Men for Reformation in 


Religion; a Doctrine neceſſary to promote Arts and 
Sciences, and Peace, and Wealth, and Strength in 
Society; a Doctrine prevailing in England from the 
Time of the late Revolution, when Popery, by our 
Act of Toleration, may be properly ſaid to be firſt dri- 
ven from among us, and now eſpous'd by divers 
great 45 Churchmen among us, as you confeſs : a 
Doctrine the moſt contradictory to the very worſt 
Doctrine of Popery; and laſtly, a Doctrine, by the 
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| Denial whereof you render your ſelf liable to the 


juſt Imputation of the worſt Part of all Popery. 


OU go on, and fay, 4% © That the Scheme of 
Y © Liberty proceeds on this fundamental Miſ- 
© take, that every Man left to himſelf would reaſon 
« juſtly, judg. truly, and act agreeably,” And you 
add, © If human Nature were really in this State of 


Perfection, there would be little occaſion for Laws, 


Government, or Authority in the World. But the 
« Caſe, in fact, is quite otherwiſe. And publick 


© Conſtitutions, if they will do any good, muſt con- 


© ſider Mankind as they really are, and taken in the 


© groſs, ever will be, weak, ignorant, paſſionate, 
and conceited; and make ſuitable Proviſions both _ 
for their Direction and Reſtraint, And tho no Man 
© ought, upon any Authority, to believe Contradic- 
tions, or profeſs 
yet in Queſtions where he muſt be in the Event de- 
© termin'd by ſome Authority or other, he may rea- 
© ſonably prefer the Authority appointed by publick 
© Wiſdom, and may juſtly be requir'd to do fo, 1 
appeal to this Gentleman himſelf, whether he can 
© ſeriouſly think the Bulk of Mankind capable of 
_ © examining, with that accuracy his Scheme ſuppoſes, 
the Chriſtian, his, or any other Religion; of de- 


an Aſſent to evident Falſnoods; 


© bating the Proofs, Objections, and Replys; and 


2 ping the proper Concluſion from the Whole. 
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Religion, to the general Capacitys of - Mankind, 
As the Goſpel was preach'd to the Poor, ſo it was 
© offer'd to their Faith by Proofs proper for their 
Conviction, plain ſenſible Evidences of its divine 
Authority. Its preſent Credibility, as to outward 
* Proofs, depends on the Tradition of thoſe Evidences, 
for which he who is not capable of deducing it regu- 
© larly down by his own Inquiry, muſt neceſſarily have 
© recourſe to Authority; and if *tis affirm'd to him 
by Perſons, to whoſe Knowledg and Fidelity he 
© has no juſt Obje&ion, he has all the Proofs that 
tis poſſible for one in his Circumſtances to have; 
and his private Judgment may juſtly reſt on it. 
This Gentleman's Addreſs to Perſons of this Cha- 
K racter, (i. e.) the greater Part of Mankind, amounts 
© only to a Perſwaſion to quit their preſent Guides, and 
© truſt themſelves with him. They are manifeſtly un- 
able to form a Judgment, either of the Arguments, 
by which he endeayours to ſubyert our Religion, or 
, eſtabliſh his own; whether they adhere to us, or 
20 to him, they muſt unavoidably rely either on his 
bor our Authority, for the Truth of thoſe Suggeſ- 
© tions on which their Concluſion depends; — 
preſume our Word may go as far as his. But per- 
haps he intends only the Satisfaction of Perſons of 
© Learning and Study, and the Information of thoſe 
in publick Authority, when they make Laws for 
© © regulating Society. But by all theſe Perſons, the 
| © Queſtion he propoſes has been fully conſider'd and 
concluded, long before he was born: they are per- 
fectly ſatisfy'd in the Truth of their Religion, and 
their Duty and Intereſt to protect it from all In- 
© ſults; and upon mature Deliberation have made 
Laws for its Eſtabliſhment, and Defence againſt 
all Schemes that would ſubvert it. And will he 
© refuſe them that Liberty he pretends to aſſert to all 
Men, and not ſuffer them to act according to their 
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© Conſcience and Conviction? Or is it impoſſible 
« for them only, of all Mankind, to have either 
e eee ni: 
Io all which I anſwer by the following Reflec- 
—_— _—: FFF 
1. That the Scheme of Liberty in Matters of Re- 
ligion, does not ſuppoſe, that every Man, when left 
to himſelf, would reaſon juſtly, judg truly, and att 
agreeably ; but takes Men as they really are, and 


ever will be, weak, ignorant, paſſionate, conceited, for 


the moſt part; and makes the moſt ſuitable Provi- 
ſions both for their Direction and Reſtraint, firſt by 


giving them an Opportunity of the largeſt Informa- 


tion, and of hearing the various Pretences of the 
' moſt learned and ingenious Men; ſecondly, by 


giving them leave to follow their Reaſon or beſt 


Guide, in all Matters of Religion, the Profeſſion and _ 
Practice whereof hurt not Society; and thirdly, 1 | 
reſtraining them, whenever they profeſs or practiſe 
any thing contrary to the Peace of Society, or in. 
jurious to their Neighbour. Whereas the Scheme of 
Authority, which ſuppoſes one weak and fallible Man 

or Body of Men wiſer than others, if not infallible, _ 
makes an unſuitable Proviſion for the Direction of 

. weak Men; firſt, by allowing them but a partial Di- 

rection and Information, and that, for the moſt part, 


wrong Information and Direction; and preventing In- 


quirys by ſuch great Diſcouragements and Difficultys, 


that no learned Man will engage in the Study of Religion 


and the Scriptures ; ſecondly, by keeping Men certainly 

in the wrong Way, which it once leads them into; and 

| thirdly, by leaving without Reſtraint the Fury of ſome _ 
Men, to enact and execute Laws, to take away 

other Mens Property, and to confine, injure, and 

deſtroy their Perſons, for ſuch Notions and Practices 

in Religion, as are not only innocent, and harmleſs 
to Society, but are the beſt Duty they can perform 
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to God; and by invading the moſt valuable Property 
of Men, to lay Foundations for Civil Wars, and by 


conſequence for the moſt unreſtrain'd Diſorder. 


2. That all Queſtions in Religion, that ſuppoſe 
ſuch an accurate Examination, as Men are incapable 
of, concern not thoſe Men: and conſequently there 


is no reaſon for publick Wiſdom, to make a (right 


or wrong) Determination about them. The Wiſdom 
of God muſt adapt the Rules and Evidences, of what 


he has requir'd to be believ'd and practiſed, to the 


general Capacities of Mankind, and this now as well 


as originally. And it ſeems ſtrange, that you ſhould 


| aſſert, the Wiſdom of God did adapt the Rules and 
Evidences of the Chriſtian Religion, to the general Ca- 
 pacitys of Mankind; but that now they cannot come 
at theſe Rules and Evidences by ſuch Capacity, but 
muſt truſt Perſons whom they > 
Fidelity; that is, the Pope, or Doctor Swift, or Doctor 
Burgeſß, or William Penn, or the next Cobler. 
23. That if Men are to be govern'd by Human 
Authority, in Matters of Religion, it is an Affair of 

| ___ as great difficulty for Men to know what Human Au- 
thority they are to be govern'd by, as it is to under- 
ſtand and know thoſe Matters by uſing their own 
Underſtandings. For how can Men know, that the 
public Wiſdom (which may be Heathen, or Mahome- 
tan, or Popiſh, or Presbyterian Wiſdom) can be the 
Authority appointed by God to determine their Reli- 
gion; and eſpecially if they think God requires the 


eem for Knowledg or 


Profeſſion of Truth of them ? And if you think fit 


to ſet up any other human Authority to determine 
Mens Religion, beſides the Magiſtrate's, you will, by 
ſuch a Step, fo multiply the Pretenders to Authority, 
as to make the Queſtion {till more difficult to deter- 
mine. For if you ſet up a Popijſh or Mahometan 
Clergy, as the Authority or Wiſdom Men are to be 
determin'd by, you muſt allow every one with equal 
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Right to ſet up any other Set of Clergy, as a like 


Wiſdom : And then Men are involy'd in examining 
the various Pretences of Clergymen to be the ſole 
Guides and Directors of Men, or the Wiſdom by 
Which they are determin'd : which will be an endleſs 
Matter; and, I think, impoſſible to ſettle with Truth, 
| For nothing is more viſible, than that the Pope, the 
Mufti, Doctor Swift, or Doctor Burgeſs, or William 
Penn, have no Authority, over one another, nor 
over any body elſe ; and that nothing can give any 
 Supertority to one of them, but the Force of his 
ecTc TOO ⁵⁵ 
4. That, even, Ton put the Queſtion of Autho- 
rity upon ſuch a foot, as, in my Opinion, evidently 
determines the Matter againſt you. Having falſely 
ſuppos'd, that Men are to be govern'd by, and to 
have recourſe to the Authority of others, in ſuch 
Matters of Religion whereof they are unable to form 
2 Judgment themſelves, as a Difficulty common to 
the Scheme of Liberty and the Scheme of Authority; 
Jou ſay, whether Men adhere to us, or go to the Au- 
thor of the Literal Scheme, c. they muſt unavoid- 
\ ably rely either on his or our Authority, for the Truth 
of thoſe Suggeſtions on which their Concluſion depends: 
and you preſume your Word may go as far as his. 
If your Word goes no further than his, there is then 
no excluſive Authority ſet up by you, and conſequent- 
ly none for your Purpoſe, If you would imply, 
as you manifeſtly do, that your Authority is vitibly 
greater than his, and to be ſubmitted to; I think 
your Caſuiſtry not very ſatisfactory. For it Men 
* muſt chooſe either his Authority or yours, (which, 
as I obſerv'd before, is any Authority that is upper- 
; moſt, Popiſh, or Mahometan Authority, or what you 
_ pleaſe) I would make no ſcruple to chooſe his Au- 
 thority, who neither requires my Money, nor pre- 
tends to uſe Force or Violence to compel me to 


2 — 


2 
his Sentiments, nor to have any Authority over me, 
nor to damn me for disbelieving him. Beſides, 1 
remember, that Monſieur 47 De Fontenelle, in con- 
ſidering and comparing the Authority of thoſe Who 
believ'd the Pagan Oracles, and the Authority of 
thoſe who disbeliey'd them, ſays ; © Theſe two Au- 
© thoritys are not equal. The Teſtimony of thoſe, 
who believe a thing already eſtabliſn'd, has no 
weight to ſupport it: but the Teſtimony of thoſe who 
do not believe it, has ſome weight to deſtroy it. 
They, who believe, may not be inſtructed in the 
« Reaſons againſt believing it: but it can hardly be, 
but that thoſe, who do not believe, muſt have 
_ © conſider'd the Reaſons for not believing!  _ 
Dr. South ſays, * That the Underſtanding, in its 
_ « Aﬀent to any Religion, is very differently wrought 
upon in Perſons bred up in it, and in Perſons at 
(length converted to it. For in the firſt, it finds 
the Mind naked, and unprepoſleſs'd with any 
former Notions, and fo eaſily and inſenſibly gains 
upon the Aſſent, grows up with it, and incorporates 
into it, But in Perſons adult, and already poſſeſs'd 
with other Notions of Religion, the Underſtanding 
cannot be brought to quit theſe, and to change 
them for new, but by great Conſideration and Exa- 
« mination of the Truth and Firmneſs of the one, 
and comparing them with the Flaws and Weakneſs 
+ of the other, Which cannot be done without ſome 
_ * Labour and Intention of the Mind, and the 
© Thoughts dwelling a conſiderable time, upon the 


N 
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survey and Diſcuſſion of each Particular. 
In fine, the Authority of the Curious and Inqui- 
ſitive, is certainly a better Authority, than the Au- 
thority of thoſe who are not ſo: and what turn the 
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former are like to take, in reſpe& to Opinions, 
ſeems rightly ſtated by an ingenious and“ reverend 
Author, in his Letter to a young Clergyman, who ſays, 
© 'Tis ſo natural for curious and inquiſitive Minds to 8 
deviate from the common Road, and the Examples 

© are ſo many, that 'tis odds but you do ſo too, un- 
leſs you had more Lead in your Conſtitution, or a 
more reſign'd Underſtanding than any curious Man 
ever had yet ;—You cannot be ſure that you ſhall 
not ſtudy your ſelf into Doubts at leaſt, if not into 
oppoſite Opinions concerning ſome received No- 
tions. You will doubt, perhaps, of the Authority 
or Author of ſome Canonical Book, and think, 


perhaps, that ſome Paſſages are interpolated, or that 


Truſt us; which I think, the moment you pronounce, 
makes you the loweſt of Mankind, and the moſt un- 
fit to be truſted. You take Advantage of, and abuſe 


the Folly, and Weakneſs, and Credulity of Men, and 


build Power and Wealth thereon : and he takes fo 

much care of them as to prevent them from ſuffering. . 

or loſing any thing by their Folly, tho he (or any one 

elſe) has equal Pretences with you to graft Schemes 

on their Folly, and make them think that he is 

neceſſary to them. You pretend, that age api, 
* 


are neceſſary in Religion to Men, tho they are 
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n Diffcultys and Diſcuragements, &c. P11... 


ſome celebrated Texts are not genuine, or ſnould be 
otherwiſe read, or have not been rightly underſtood, 

E © or do not prove the Point they are commonly 5 
brought for. You may fall into Notions that wil! 
© be thought tending to Arianiſm, or the like—' 
But put the Caſe really, as it ought to be put, and 

1 think his Authority manifeſtly better than yours, 
He ſays, Let Men neither truſt him nor any body elſe, 

but their own Senſes and Underſtanding : and you ſay, 


—— Can po — as 


. 
weak, as to be incapable of examining into their 
Truth, and unable to form a Judgment of them: And 
he ſays, that Men, who are ſo weak as to be inca- 
pable of examining into any Truth, and unable to form 

4 Judgment about it, are under no Obligation to 
trouble themſelyes about it ; whereby he ſtands clear 
of all Impoſture, and of impoſing on the weakeſt of 

Men. He has 20 Creeds ready provided for them; 

which I am amaz'd you ſhould 5? charge upon him, 

who is ſo far from having a Creed which he would 
| force upon others, that he profeſſes to have no ſtand- 
ing Creed of his own, * 10 Creed but what he is 
ready to change, upon every new Conviction of Miſ- 
takes, to which he owns himſelf as liable, as he 
thinks others are, In fine, it is a manifeſt Proof of 

Ümpoſture, for any Man or Body of Men, to ſet u 

for Infallibility or Authority in matters of Specula- 

tion, and to forbid Men to uſe their own Senſes and 
Reaſon, which are given them for their Direction, 
| and are no leſs ſufficient to keep up Truth in the 
World in matters of Religion, than in Arts and Sci- 
| ences, which all ſtand and prevail in virtue of com- 
mon Notions, without the Impoſitions of any Creeds 
in relation to them by the Teachers thereof. For 
why am I to give my Aſſent or Belief to any thing, 
but for the ſake of the Evidence there is of the 
Truth thereof; which Evidence no Man can want, if 
the Truth be ſuch as is requir'd of him to believe or 
know ? And why ſhould | reſign my ſelf to an As: 
thority, which may as eaſily lead me into a Miſtake 
as my own Reaſon and Senſes, and which, if it 
once puts me into a Miſtake, as it is moſt probable 
it will, muſt continue me for ever in that Miſtake, 
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till the Authority it ſelf ſhall change that Miſtake for 
ſome other Miſtake, which will carry along with it 
ſome greater Emolument annex'd to it, than to the 


former ? 


. That it is very true, that many Matters of Reli- 
gion are determin'd by publick Wiſdom in moſt Coun- 
trys, and that with infinite Contradictions to each 


other's Wiſdom ; with regard to which Wiſdom or 


Wiſdoms, the Author of the Literal Scheme, who pre- 
tends to no Authority to lead others, propoſes to be- 
have himſelf, as his Obedience to God, and his own 


Prudence direct; and according to the Circumſtances _ 


he finds himſelf in, which will be different according 1 8 
to the Degrees of Bigotry, Fury and Enthuſiaſm, or 
of Moderation, which prevail. Nor will he deny 


the Magiſtrate every where the Liberty of acting ac- | 
cording to his Conſcience, (which muſt be always 
his immediate Rule of Action) and of eſtabliſhing _ 


Popery or Mahometiſm upon Penaltys, even the 
Penalty of Death, if he thinks it his Duty to do fo, 


Nor is offering Reaſons to the Mahomelan, or Po- 
piſh, or any other Magiſtrate, to induce him to Mo- 
deration, Forbearance, and Toleration; to perſuade 
him to let Truth and Reaſon have fair play; to con- - 
vince him that it does not belong to him, or is not 

a part of his Commiſſion, to make a Religion for 

his People; and to prove to him, that it is both his 


Intereſt and Duty, not to take away the natural Right = 


of Men, in judging for themſelves in matters of Re- 


ligion, but to protect them in the Enjoyment of * 


valuable Property, as in the Enjoyment of their other 


Propertys; in the leaſt inconſiſtent with allowing - 


the Magiſtrate to ad according to his Conſcience, 5 
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10 ) the Aubor s Aſſertion, That ki mould 
be enforc'd by the Civil Sanctions of the Ma- 

© giſtrate, but only the Law of Nature or Reaſon,” 
| (the ſpeculative Doctrines of Religion, being accord- 
Ing to him perſonal Matters, and not to be enforc'd 
by the Magiſtrate, who has no Commiſſion to that 
| Purpoſe) you object and ſay, You 5* © are afraid 
ſome Freethinker or other will aſſert the Law of 
Nature to be a PERSONAL MATTER too, 
and then the Magiſtrate will have nothing to do 
with it. You ſuppoſe this Law of Nature is the 
Law of Reaſon; and if we take Revelation out 
of the Hypotheſis, as you preſume the Gentleman 
will give you leave to do, the Convictions of Con- 
© ſcience will be nothing elſe but practical Conclu- 
ſions of Reaſon : "and: if the Convictions of Con- 
( © ſcience are a Perſonal Matter, the Concluſions of 
| © Reaſon will be ſo too; and the ſame Arguments 
which exclude the Magiſtrate from meddling with 
© one, will equally exclude him from the others; 
and fo, for ought you ſee, he will have nothing 
: +. at all to do. Might not any one, inclin'd to carry 
bon the Scheme of univerſal Liberty, ask this Gen- 
« tleman what Authority any other Man had to pre- 
© ſeribe his Concluſions to him, and who gave him 
that Authority! Might he not obſerve, that his 
own Reaſon was his only Rule and Guide, and the 
© Concluſions of it his Law of Nature? That he 
© was no farther under any other Man's Direction, 

5 + chan he could be prevail'd © on wv * and 
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' ſtraint, If the Subjects are to be the Judges in 
© this caſe, then whenever any one thinks, or (Which 
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C Perſuaſion, and then he himſelf was the ſole and 


ultimate Judge of his own Conviction; and as he 
did not preſcribe his Law of Nature to other 
© People, he ſaw no Reaſon why they ſhould pre- 


_ © ſcribe their Law of Nature to him? But we will 
(take his Scheme of Government in the Terms 
1 1 0 without putting him to the Difficulty of aſ- 


igning an Original for it, conſiſtent with his Prin- 
© ciples. The Magiſtrate, it ſeems, muſt be con- 
© find to preſcribe or enforce nothing but the Law 
* of Nature; beyond this he muſt have no Authority, 
© and conſequently can lay no Obligation. But who | 
© muſt be judge of this Law of Nature to be en- 


* afted? If whatever the Magiſtrate ſhall think or 


© pronounce the Law of Nature, is to be enacted 
* and acknowledg'd as ſuch, we had even as good 
© leave him to his own Diſcretion without this Re- 


to human Inſpection is the ſame) pretends to think 
the Rule enforc'd not to be a Law of Nature, he 
is diſcharg'd from all Obligation ; and in, my Ap- 
prehenſion, might as well be left without any Ma- 
giſtrate. It may be, this Gentleman will point 


c 


out preciſely the Law of Nature to be enforc'd, 


But is he ſure every body elſe will approve his 


© Syſtem ? Suppoſe the Magiſtrate himſelf ſhould _ 
differ from him, in judging of ſome Law of Na- 


ture; muſt he lay aſide his Authority, and go to 
diſputing with him, and not preſume to act ac- 
cording to his own Convictions, till he can pre- 
vail for his Approbation? But when he has ſatiſ- 


* others, who have as good Pretenſions to direct, and 
hold the Hand of the Magiſtrate from enforcing 
* any thing, as he has. If nothing is to be par ay | 
till every one approves it, you doubt nothing won 1 


fy'd him, the ſame Trouble will ariſe to him from 
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be enforc'd at all ; but every Man muſt be left to 
do what is right in his own Eyes. This indeed 


| Magiſtrate will be apt to call it Licentiouſneſs, and 
think the Authority given him in Words to be in 
reality nothing at all ; and may juſtly reſent the 
Affront offer'd him by theſe Projectors, who, in 
their Schemes of Liberty, ſuppoſe every Man fit to 
© be left to his own Concluſions and Conduct, ex- 


© cept thoſe in publick Authority, and thoſe who de- 
| © fend it, who are generally repreſented in every. 


c Argument, either as Knaves or Toon 
To which I anſwer, | 
1. That the Law of Nature, or wealba; i is not 2 


Per fene Matter, as mere Religion is. The Religions, 
for example, of the Jews, Socinians, Ariane, Church of 


England, Presbyterians, Independents, Anabaptiſts, and 


| Quakers, are all Perſonal Matters, as being not in the 
leaſt immoral or injurious to Society, and in which no 
| Man has any Concern but the ſeveral Profeſſors, who, 
if there be any Fault in being Presbyterians, or of 
the Church of England, c. are alone or. perſonally 
| accountable to God for it, But the Law of Nature, 
or Reaſon, is a Matter wherein the Society is deeply 
concern'd. It is of the utmoſt Importance to us, 

that our Neighbours ſhou'd be honeſt, and juſt, and 


ſober, and that they ſhould not be Thieves, and 
Murderers, and Adulterers,' and Traitors and Rebels, 
And that therefore the Magiſtrate has to do with the 


Lau of Nature, as it concerns the Peace of Tele, 
or is not a mere Perſonal Matter, 


2. That the Magiſtrate, being the dae who is 


5 to make Laws for the Government of the Society, is 
unavoidably the Judge, what is the Law of Nature 
or Reaſon, or whether Murder, Adulter , Thievery, ezc, 
are : Matters injurious to . Ane he i is regularly 
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| Liberty of Conſcience. 


„ 5 
under no Controul, but bis own Reaſon, and has 


3. That in order to improve the Magiſtrate's Rea- 


ſon, and help him to' know and do his Duty, it is 


highly proper, that the Principles and Rules by which 
a good Magiſtrate ſhould conduct himſelf, ſhould be 


laid before him, and particularly wherein he ſhould 


enact Laws to reſtrain his Subjects, and wherein he 
ſhould give liberty to them. It is not fitting, that 


| he alone of all Mankind, ſhould be deſtitute of the 


Aſſiſtance of other Mens Reaſon, to underſtand a- 


right his Duty. And accordingly, it is very common 
to make Diſcourſes upon this, as upon other moral 


and political Subjects, and: particularly common a- 
mong Divines to endeavour to teach and inſtru the 


Magiſtrate, The incomparable Fenelon, afterwards | 
Archbiſhop of Cambray, deſign'd his Adventures of 
Telemachus, for the Inſtruction of a ſupreme Ma- 


giſtrate, in all parts of his Duty, the Rule whereof . 
he makes to be, 5+: The common Good, and common 


Intereſt of Society, which, he fays, is the immutable 


and univerſal Law by which Sovereigns are to rule, 


a Law antecedent to all Contract, and founded in 


Nature it ſelf, And as he makes the Law of Na- 
ture the Rule of the Magiſtrate's Duty, like the Au- 


| thor of the Scheme, ſo in the Application of that 


Law, he does, like that Author, exclude the Ma- 
giſtrate from intermeddling in Matters of Religion. 


He ſays, 53 A King ought himſelf to be ſubject | 
to Religion, and ought never to undertake to re- 
* gulate it, Religion comes from the Gods, and is 15 
above all Kings. If Kings intermeddle in Affairs 
of Religion, inſtead of protecting it, they put it 
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into a State of "FR "of Kings: are ſo powerful, 
and other Men are ſo weak, that all will be in dan- 
ger of being chang'd and corrupted at the Plea- | 
© ſure of Princes, if they once come to enter into 


* Queſtions that regard ſacred things.” 
4. That you your ſelf, in the Progreſs of: your 


Diſcourſe, propoſe a Scheme of acting for the Ma- 
giſtrate, which ſubjects you to all the Difficulties 
which have been unjuſtly objected by you to the Au- 


thor of the Literal Scheme, &c, Your 5* Scheme is, 
That all Liberty that can conſiſt with Government 
or Society, you aſſert as earneſtly as others whom 


© you mention, can do.——That Liberty of private 
Judgment in Religion, is an inherent Right of e- 

« very Man, and confirm'd to every Chriſtian in the 
-And that if any one is requir'd by pro- 

Do Authority to profeſs his Belief or Opinion on 

© any Article, he is certainly bound, as an honeſt 

Man, to make ſuch Profeſſion, according to his 

© own Sentiments and Convictions, whatever they 

are, and OUGHT to be allow'd to do it with 

_ © Impunity. Nay, you ſay, the Magiſtrate owes 

© Juſtice and Protection to all his Subjects; and that 

{ 


you do not deſire he ſhould affli& or puniſh any 


for his mere Opinion, or the Perſuaſions of his 
© Conſcience, 
_ © Heretick, will be content with the quiet Enjoyment 
Jof his own Conſcience, let it be indulg'd him; 
neither would you have him beaten i into the Goſpel, 
or the Church.“ For do not you herein direct the 
Magiſtrate? nay, according to your way of reaſoning, 
pr etend to an Authority over him? Do not you aſ- 


And that if a Jew, a Turk, or 


ſert, that he ought to give all Liberty that can con- 
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CCC 
you think konſiſtent with Government ? Do not you 
ſay, that a Man ought to be allow'd by the Magiſtrate 


to profeſs his Opinions with impunity, when the Ma- 


giſtrate calls upon him to make ſuch Profeſſion ; tho 
perhaps the Magiſtrate may think himſelf oblig'd in 
Duty to puniſh him for his falſe and erroneous Opi- 
nions, when he can act on ſuch perfect Knowledge > 
and do not you contend, that the Magiſtrate oughe 
not to puniſh Jews or Turks for their Sentiments, | 
but ſhould indulge them in the quiet Enjoyment of 


their Conſciences * and do not you hereby equally 


judg for the Magiſtrate as much as the Author of the 
Scheme, & c. and as much preclude the Magiſtrate 
from. Zaverty of Con/crnce fo 
J. In fine, let me obſerve, that the Author of the 
Literal Scheme has, in my mind, propos'd not only 
a clear Scheme, by which the Magiſtrate's Duty with 


| reſpe& to Reſtraint and Liberty may be known, but 


a juſt and true one; which is, in ſhort, « That he 


* ſhould reſtrain Men from vicious Actions, and from 


* injuring one another, and give them liberty in all 
* things that have no ſuch tendency, and particular- 


Iy liberty in all matters of mere Religion, in which 


© God is the ſole Legiſlator, and every Man the Judg : 
for himſelf.” And you are defy'd to give us a 


conſiſtent Scheme of Action contrary to this, without 


running into Hobbiſm, or into Popery, 
But to bring you to ſome diſtinctneſs in this 


matter, let me ask you, whether there ought to be 
any Liberty of Conſcience, or Toleration to profeſs 
a Religion different from that of the Magiſtrate, and 
why there ſhould be any Toleration ? and whether 
any ſhould be allow'd to Men to profeſs the Doctrine 
and Worſhip of the Church of England in Turkey, 
Spain, or Scotland; and why the Church of England 
ſhould be tolerated in thoſe Countrys ? And if you 
are for allowing any Toleration, and in . . 


vernment or Society. 


1 0 


for allowing Toleration in the Countrys mentioned 


to the Church of England, muſt you not found ſuch 
JToleration upon the Principles of the Author of the 


Literal Scheme; or muſt not you extend Toleration to 


all religious People, who profeſs nothing contrary to 


the Peace of Society? If you have a Diſtinction in 


the Caſe, and contend that Toleration is to be grant- 


ed to ſome innocent Religions, and not to others, be 
Pleaſed to declare that Diſtinction and the reaſon 


thereof, For my part, I can ſee no reaſon, why 


one innocent Religion, or Religion harmleſs to Society, 
ſhould not be tolerated as well as another; and 
therefore think they ought all to be tolerated, and 
that upon an Aﬀertion, which (inconſiſtently with 
the Scheme of your Preface) you make, when you ſay 
pypou 57 contend as earneſily as ſome others, you men- 
tion, do, for all the Liberty that can conſiſt with Go» 


JEN , 3 0 Ws * , _ As ct FIRED 
1 — _ 


* — 


＋ HE laſt Argument I find urg'd by you againſt 
_  Toleration, is a Text of Scripture. After hay- 
ing laid down, that 5* without a Call from the Ma- 


 Liſtrate to make Profeſſion on any Article of Belief, 
there appears no general Obligation, either of Reaſon or 
Religion, which requires a Man to publiſh his Senti- 


ments, and ſet up for a Teacher and Converter of others 


to them; eſpecially in oppoſition to publick Eſtabliſh- 

ments : You add, that in the Chriſtian Religion the 
Azboſile's Rule is, © Haſt thou Faith? have it to thy 
FFF „5 ne Wo gs To 
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5 . 8 1 5s Pag, 63, 


To 


* 


To which I anſwer, | | 5 
That I thought all Men were under a general 


? Obligation to promote Truth, according to their Op- 
porzùnity and Abilitys, by Arguments and Perſua- 


ſions; and to ſet about it as their proper Buſineſs, 


when they conceiv'd God requir'd it of them. 59 The 
Truths a Man thinks he has diſcover' d, either are, 


or will be thought by him, of too much importance 1b | 
the Honour of God and good of Religion, to be cen. 


ceal'd ; and he will look on them as a bleſling of 


God on his Studys, and he will think it a capital 


Crime to extinguiſh the Light and ſuppreſs the Know- | 
ledge God has imparted to him. 1 allo thought, that 


Chriſt and his Apoſtles preach'd or publickly vrofeſs' d 


the Goſpel in virtue of theſe Obligations; and were 
ſo far from waiting for any Call fre rom the Magiſtrate, 


that they publickly preached it throughout the World, 


in oppolition to the Magiſtrate every where, with full | 
deſign to pull down the Magiſtrate's Religion and to 


ſet up their own : and it ſeems very range Incon- 


ſiſtency, that there ſhould be any Rule in the Chriſ- 
tian Religion, to require Men to keep their Faith to 
themſelves, till they had a Call from the Magiſtrate to 


profeſs it, when the very preaching of Chriſtianity 
was a direct ContradiQion to that Rule. According- 


ly, I think it may be preſumed, that the Text cited Ts 
has no relation to the Matter for which it is pro- 


duced, wiz, to prove that Chriſtians are juſtly pu- | 


niſhable for preaching the Goſpel, but ought to keep 


their Faith to themſelves, except when called by the _ 
Magiſtrate ; and that in citing the Text, Haſt thou = 


Faith ? have it to thy ſelf ; you would miſlead us by 
the mere Sound of Words, the Senſe whereof has 


no relation to o the Matter; Which is indeed ſo Plain ns 


|" "EY 
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from the Context, as well as from the Nature of the 
Thing, that they can hardly be miſtaken, but by Men, 
who are diſpos'd to take up with meanings of Scrip- 
ture upon your Authority ; of the greatneſs whereof 
this is an ny inſtance, and ſhows you well 
_ ._  quality'd for the Poa 7 to -- 
Doctor ©® Whitby gives the plain Senſe of the Con- 
text and Place thus: It is good neither to eat Fleſh 
nor to drink Wine, nor (to do) any (other) thing, 
([ (from which thou mayſt abſtain) whereby thy Bro- 
© ther ſtumbleth or is offended, or is made weak. Haſt 
thou (then) Faith ? (or a Perſuaſion that all Meats 


are clean, and lawfully may be eaten) have it to 


thy ſelf before God (and _ thy ſelf with that). 
There was no need to profeſs the Faith, in rela- 
tion to ſo indifferent things as Mears and Drinks, 
when ſuch Profeſſion would offend a weak Brother. 
Which manifeſtly gives no Foundation for your uſe 
of the Text, to condemn any Man now for profel- 
ſing his Sentiments. And were the Notion true, it 
would have been a juſt Ground for the Jewiſh and 
| _ Heathen Prieſts, in the Times of the Apoſtles, to 
_ ___ have fallen upon them, for attempting to unſettle 
What had been ſertled on due Conſideration, on former 
ſuppoſed Revelations, and on publick Eſtabliſhments ; 

W 


ho probably attack'd the Apoſtles every where, as 


_ ſeditious and turning the World upſide-down, and alſo 
with ſuch notable Querys as yours; 51 Do they 

_ © think theſe Concluſions are all to be reverſed, pub- 
lick Conſtitutions unframed, and all Laws ſuſpend- 
daa, as often as any petulant Scriblers (or * Bablers) 
© ſhall have an Itch to ſhew their Skill in Argument? 
Are Queſtions of this importance to be kept open 


A_— 


e Whitby"; Comment, on the Epiſtles, Rom, xiv, 21, 2. 


{ for 


| 6? Drface, p. si. 1 b. 16. 


for ever? and is it not poſſible for us ever to know ß 
* when we have attain'd Truth and Conviction?? 


Thus I have conſider'd all that you have advancd 


againſt Liberty or Toleration; a Matter which, of all 
Speculations, moſt nearly concerns Mankind; and 
hope, that I have done it to the Satisfaction of all 
6: reaſonable Men, or intelligent Perſons, who have 


no other Intereſt in view but that of Truth, 


F 
1 NO W proceed to a Matter of leſs conſequence: 


which is to conſider, how you attack the Scheme 


of Literal Prophecy, in reſpect to its main Deſign. 
1. You endeavour to ſupport the Argument drawn 


from the general Expectation of the Jeus in and . 
about Chriſt's Time, to prove a conſtant Tradition 
and divine Original of the Notion of a Meſſias, but 


not by defending that Argument, as wed by Biſhop | 
Chandler, and anſwered by the Author of the Scheme; 


| but only by attacking the Parallel made by the Author 
of the Scheme, who had ſaid, that the general Re- 


ception of that Doctrine in and about the Times 


of Jeſus, no more prov'd that it had been always 


« receiy'd, and was of divine Original, than the ge- 
neral Reception of Tranſubſtantiation in the ele- 

* ceiv'd before, and to be of divine Original,” And 
you urge, that 53 © there is a great difference be- 
* tween the two Caſes; that Proteſtants ſhew a ton- 


© tinued Succeſſion of Chriſtian Writers, thro' ſeveral _ 
* Centurys after the Apoſtles, who explain the Words 


— 
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venth Century, prov'd that to have been always re- 


„ . 
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« of Chriſt in the Inſtitution of the Euchariſt, in a 


figurative Senſe ; that they can aſſign tbe Time 
c when, and the Perſons by whom the Doctrine of 


*« Tranſubſtantiation was firtt publiſhed, viz. by John 
Damaſcene in the Eaſt, and by Paſch, 8 in 
< the Weſtern Church.” And © let the Gentleman 
« tell you, by whom the Expectation of a Meſſiah was 
« firſt publif d; and let him produce a Succeſſion of 


Writers, antecedent to the Time ia which he al. 


los that Expectation to have been prevalent, con- 


* tradicting it, and the Interpretations of the Pro. 
* phets, on Which it was founded.“ You add, © But 
were Tradition in both Caſes upon an ecual foot, 


yet the different Character of the Doctrine deſtroys 


afl compariſon between them. The one is ſo ev. 


555 dent a Falſhood, that it cannot, upon any Tra- 
dition, be admitted as the intended Senſe of Words, 


© which are acknowledg'd to be divinely inſpir'd. But 
this Author will never prove it equally impoſt ble, 


that the Prophets ſhould intend the Senſe in which 


a. © 


the Jews underſtood them, and from which they de- 


© riv'd their Expectation of a Aeſliah,” 


To which I anſwer, _ | 
That theſe Differences do not in "oh leaſt __ the 
nature of the Argument drawn from Tradition. in 


the one caſe more than in the other; which is, That 
the univerſal Reception of a Doctrine in a Particu- 
© lar Age, proves a conſtant former Reception of 
ht Bonne, and a divine Original thereof.“ And 
0 this purpoſe, Tranſilſlantjation, or any other 
85 Doctrine that has had a general Reception, is a juſt 


Pargllel to ſhow the weakneſs of arguing from a a ge- 


 nerat Reception in any caſe. 
Tuhat the Differences you aſſign do not in | the leaſt 
affect the Queſtion. For what if a Succeſſion of Jew— 
iſn Writers, contradifting the Tradition of a Meſa) 
| by their Interpretations of” the Old Te tament, can- 
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not be ſhown; and the Names of thoſe who 3 


| : publiſh'd the Expettation of a Meſſiah among the Jews 


{who have no Writers to have recourſe to on the 
Occaſion) be not known ; and what if Tranſubſtan- 


liation is a Contradiction and Abſurdity i in it ſelf, and 
he Doctrine of a Meſſiah be not ſo ? Theſe Diffe- 
rences only prove, that the (weak) Argument from 
Tradition in behalf of Tranſubſtantiation, is capable 
of being diſprov'd by more Topicks than the Argu- 
ment from Tradition in behalf of a Meſſiah, 


That the very Differences aſſign'd by you, ſhow | 


the weakneſs of the Argument from Tradition in all 8 


Caſes, For if there may be a general Reception ot 


a Doctrine as of divine Original, which can be de- 
monſtratively prov'd by fact bo have been a new Doc 
trine, and to have been invented a little before that _ 
f general Reception, and which is withal ſo abſurd in 


it ſelf as Tranſubſtantiation, any Doctrine whatſoever | 


ma be generally receiv'd, without a juſt Foundation 
in Revelation and Antiquity, and much more eafily _ 
may a Doctrine not abſurd in it ſelf, And conſe- 


quently, an Argument from Tradition i is the weakeſt = 
Argument. : 


But the Areument * 3 8 as 


relating to the Queſtion of the Meſſias, has this great 


defect in it, that it is wholly beſides the Purpoſe, and 


conſutes what it is alledg'd for. The general 7 xpec- 
tation of a Meſſias among the Jews, was of a vicfe- 


rious Meſſias \ which all Chriſtians make a falſe Tra- 


dition. And what has ſuch a Tradition or Expecta- 
tion to Fs with the Matter of a ſpiritual Aleſſi ah £ Ii 


a general Ex pe ctation, Cc. be a Proof, it 4 3 * 
both of what is falſe in it ſelf, and alſo of the Fali- 


| 1800 of any Tradition for the Chriſtians A Meſſiah. 
Here is nothing but Tradition about the mere Word, 
__ +leſſah; which is manifeſtly uſed by the Jews in one 


32nſe, and by the Chriſtians in another. And there: 
| | : E 1 . tore, 
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fore, the Argument from Tradition for a ſpiritual 3 
Meſſiah, is the groſſeſt Sophiſtry that ever was uſed. ti 


Let me add, that you confute the Argument from te 
Tradition thus your ſelf. After having laid it down, m 
that 5“ Miracles are the ſtrongeſt evidence of a Perſon's 5 

Inſpiration by God, and that if a Perſon, whoſe Miſ- | 
ſion is ſo atteſted, affirms a particular Meaning of the W 


"Is Old Teſtament, God himſelf muſt be underſtood to Z te 
confirm it. You add, that this ſingle Argument is ; 


| ſufficient to carry us thro* every Queſtion which can * M 
i: — ariſe on the Subject of the Prophecys cited out of the 
| Old in the New Teſtament, and in particular gives a 
full, and perhaps the beſt, Anſwer to that Objection 
of the Adverſary— That if we allow the Authority 
of the Jewiſh Traditions, they prove more than we 
_ © deſire z that the Perſon foretold by the Prophets 
was a temporal Deliyerer, and not ſuch a Meſliah 
© as we contend for.“ For when their Tradition for 


the Prediction of a Meſſiah is affirm'd, and the parti. if 
cular Charafler in which they expected him to appear, ki 
is rejected by divine Authority, we have very good MW 
Reaſon to believe them right in one Tradition, and miſ- ap 
alen in the other, So that the Argument from Tra- ra 
llition is hereby imply'd to be of no weight in it of 
ſelf: and the Propoſition received by Tradition, has all m 
its force from the Miracles wrought to confirm the ar 
Truth thereof. Again, you confound the Argument Te 
from Tradition in the caſe before us, when you aſ- of 
ſert, that 65 the Concurrence of Rabbinical Writers, how an 
general ſoever, in the traditionary Application of a A 
Prophecy, will not amount to a neceſſary proof that it la; 
FF ou og, 
2+ Your ſecond and only remaining Attack on the ha 
Scheme of Literal Prophecy, is to prove againſt that lit 
| . 


, MN | e Author, 


Author, that Miracles, being a Proof of the Inſpira- 


ks 


tion of the Apoſtles, are alſo a Proof, that they in- 


terpret the Prophecys they cite out of the Old Teſta- 
ment truly; that is, * or according to the 
2 Intent of the Prophets. Which Matter 1 


ſhall conſider, when 1 come to your fifth Sermon, 


wherein you expreſly and at large treat of that Mat- 
| ter, which you only ſum up in your Preface, 5 


| Proceed to conſider your Sermons. | 


k Your firſt Sermon is to prove the neceſſity of 
admitting ſome divine Revelat ion; which you endea- 


vour to do by ſhowing, that Revelation is neceſſary to 

fix a Rule of Morality : which is a ſtrange Propoſition, 
it it be conſider'd, 3. How ſmall a part of the World 
knew any thing of the Revelation made to the Few 


in the Times of the Old Teſtament, 2. How little 


appears in the Old Teſtament to fix a Rule of Me- 


rality for the World, or for any body before the time 


of Moſes, 3. How the Revelations in the Old Teſta. 
ment appear not to be intended for all Mankind; 


and particularly, how the Revelations made to the 
Jews were mere local Statures, 4, How all the reft 
of the World, during the times of the Old Teſtament, 


and undoubtedly the greateſt part of Aſia, Europe, and | 


Africa, and all America, knew nothing of the Reve. 
lations whereof we have an account in the Old Teſta. 
ment. 5. How almoſt all the World of thoſe Times 
had no Revelation to fix a Rule of Morality. 6. How ] / 
little extended the Chriſtian Revelation has been ſince 


it was made known; and how impoſſible it was to 5 


extend it into America and other unknown Parts, 
for divers Centurys after Chriſt, 7. That what the 
A PTE. OE Se Rae, 7 
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World has generally taken for Revelations, have been 
Impoſtures introduc' d! by Fraud, and continued to be 
received by the means of Education, Law, and Cuſ- 

tom, and not from Conviction. 8. That the com- 
mon People at this time, are not, according to you, 
capable of receiving the Chriſtian Religion for true 


upon the foot of Inquiry, but muſt depend on the 


Authority ©5 of ſome Men, of whom they happen to 
have a good opinion, for the Evidence and Truth 


thereof; "which puts that Revelation upon the ſame 


foot, with reſpect to the common People, with all 


pre led Revelations. 9. That the Chriſtian Revela- 


tion is ſo far from fixing a Rule of Moraluty, that, in 
the firit plce, it ſuppoſes a Rule of Morality known, 
by calling * Men to Repentance, as the Preparation 


to become a Chriſtian, and does but republiſh the 


Lau of Nature; and ſecondly, that if it did not ſup- 
poſe a Rule of "Morality þ Ad, we ſhould want the 
| grand Proof of the Exe-llency of the Chriſtian Reli- 


gion, (and the Impoſture of other religious Pretences) 
taken from its Agreement with the Law of. Natire, or 


- Reaſon + which Law of Nature is our original and beſl 
Rule, to direct us in our Aſſent and Diffent in all 
things propos'd to us as Matters of Religion: and 
chirdly, that Chriſtian Morality cannot be underſtood, 
without the Knowledge of the Law of Nature; 
Which is ſo far from wanting to be fix'd by that Re- 

velation, that the Law of Nature is neceſſary to fi” 


the Chriſtian Morality ; . the moral Late of 


. Chriſtianity being for the moſt part general, and ot- 
ten not delivered in a ſimple manner, (as for Exajn- 
15 love your Fnemys; take no thou: "bt for the mor- 


ro n OE}: their Senſe is BY be fra . and the” Dur 


— 


66 Trofoer, p. 547 5 . RES 5 7 
| 67 See Sherlock's Sermon at 8. Mary, le Bow, 17 15. 


1 SERIE. 


1 to 
ruth 
ame 
| all 
ela- 
„ in 
wn, 


ton. 


the 
ſup- 
the 
Re!t- 
1ces) 
re, Of 
n all 
5 and 


tood, 


Exain- 
e mor- 


Dur? 


tau bt: 
2 


6 


caught therein explain' d by the Reaſon of Things or 


Lau of Nature, as is manifeſt by the moraf Dif- 


courſes of Divines, who limit and reſtrain . the Ex- 


preſſions of Scripture by thoſe Rules: and fourthly, 


how infinitely Chriltians are divided in reſolving 2 
Caſes of Conſcience, and laying down their Wodong 


of moral Dutys, as much as it ſtill left to the Dic- 
tates of Reaſon : and filthly, that in moſt Chriſtian 
Countrys, and eſpecially Popiſh, divers Maxims paſs 
for Chriſtian Precepts of Morality, and as ſuch are 
Rules of Practice; which are more immoral, and 
more fundamentally oppolite to the good of Society, 


than are to be found in divers Heathen and Mahome- 


tan Countrys, and particularly the Doctrine of Perſc- 
cution for Opinions : and ſixthly, that Chriſtians, who 


mult be ſuppoſed to be influenced. by their Notions _ 
and Conceptions of things, lead more immoral Lives 


(like the 5 FE ns than the Heathens and Mahome— ; 
| tans do. 


69 Si reſurgerent Philoſophi & Gentilium Sa- 


_ pientes, c ber luflrato orbe a nobis quererent, quid pro- 
fuerit humano generi Relizio Chriſtiana, quoad mores 0 

vie probitates ? quoad pacem & bonum publicum ? nos 

ut que appellatis Barbaros per opprobrium : 


= S arbaris quid preftatis vos Chriſtiani? Thus ſpeaks 
the ingenious and reverend Dr. Barnet. 


ſed nobis 


And Biſhop 
70 Kidder ſays, that were a wiſe Man to chooſe his Re- 


 linion by the Lives af thoſe who profeſs it, perhaps Chriſ- 
 tzaanity Would be the laſt Religion he would chooſe. _ 
This Place does not allow me to deſcend into ſo 


copious a Field, as a diſtindt Compariſon between 


the moral Notions and Pi acices of the Chriſtians, 


: * i „ ON Ts amet, | Joſephi Antiq, . v. c. 9. 44. 4s Bel. ol. Jud. 1 
„ 
£2 simon; Lettres, Vol. ii. p. 14. 


Thevenor, Voyage au Levant, L. i. e. © | 


e Durnet, De nde & moribus Chriſtianorum, p. 109, 
28 Kidder” s Deni. of the aps 1, Vol, ii. p. 78. 


. = 


. Ss) 
and the moral Notions and Practices of the Hea- 
1 thens and Mahometans. And therefore I ſhall con- 


tent my ſelf with referring to 7! Authors cited in the | 
Margin, and giving you two remarkable Paſſages in 


relation to the Chineſe ; one from the great Philoſo- 
pher Leibnitx, and the other from Father Navarette, 
firſt a Miſſionary in China, and afterwards made an 
| Archbiſhop in Europe. 7* Leibnitx ſays, Quis olim 


 eredidiſſet, eſſe gentem in orbe terrarum que nos opi- i 


nione noſtra ad omnem morum elegantiam uſque adeo 


eruditos, tamen vincat civilioris vitæ preſcriptts ? Et 


hoc tamen in Sinenſibug nunc experimur, ex quo illa gens 


— I . 
** ——— 
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7 Salviani, de Gubernatione Nei. Cyprian! Epiſt. quæ dicitur 
> ſecunda, ad Donarum. Barbeyrac, Pre face devant ſon prand | 
 Puffendorf. Furien, Prejugez Legit. Part i, p. 318, &c, Pri. 
deaux's Preface to Lite of Mahomet, Preremood's Inquirys, 
Sc. p. 85,135, Scaligerana, p. 49. Reeves's Preface to his a- 
pologys, Sc. p. 81, Boukours, Vie de Xavier, p. 72, 73, 166. 
Mocquet, Voyages, p. 337, 338. Ovington's Travels, p. 86, 
119, 42, 7, Sc.. 22. Tachard, Voyage de Siam, Vol. i. p. 94, 


c. 99. Lettres Edifiantes, Vol. i. p. 14, &c, Ib. Vol. x. 


Th vol. ii. p. 156, Dampier's Supplement, p. 96, 97 


— Memoires de la Chine, Vol. 2. p. 111, 118, 119, 


Mandeſlo's Travels, p. 206. Prideaux's Connection, Sc. Vol. 1. 
| * 231, La Croze, Diſſertations Hiſtoriques, P. 37,318. 
Blu 


ut's Philaſtratus, p.15. Freface before A Relation of thz 


Convexſion and Baptiſm of Iſut, a Turki ſh Chaons, &c. in 1658, 
Thevenot, Voyages, L. i. c. 64. c. 27. c. 36. c. 37. c. 38. c. 44. 
c. 49. c. 86. Chardin, Voyages, Vol. i. p. 5,123, Navi- 
gantium Bibliotheca, Vol i. p. 798. Voyages de Coreal, 
Vol. ii. c. 1. HickeringePs Prieſtcratt, Part ii, p. 22. Terrys 
Voyage to the Eaſt Indies, p. 255, 205, Sc, 248, &c, Purchas, 


p. 460, 41. Memoires de Trevoux, Sept. & Oct. 1701, p. 


164. Atterbury's Sermons, p. 291. Gage's Survey ot the 
Weſt Indies, p. 126,127, Pretace to Sie aud honeſt Means, &c, 
Montagne, Eſſais, L. ii. c. 12. Moncovy's Voyages, Vol, i. 
p. 188. Freier, Voyage au Mer Sud, p. 181, 205, 208, 216, 


2419 222,227, 230, 231. 1 5 
22 Pretatio ad noviſſima Sinica. 


LY 


| nobis : 


leges apud Sinenſes ſint ordinata.— 
rum rerum mihi videtur eſſe conditio, gliſcentibus in 
immenſum corruptelis, ut propemodum neceſſarium vi- 
deatur miſſienarios Sinenſium ad nos mitti, qui Theo- 
logiæ naturalis uſum praxinque nos doceant, quemad- 
modum nos illis mittimus qui Theologiam eos doceant 
revelatam. Navarette ſays, 73 © It is God's ſpecial 
Providence, that the Chineſes do not know what 
lis done in Chriſtendom ; for if they did, there 
© would be never a Man among them but would 
ſpit in our Faces.“ And he adds, with reſpect to 
the Manners of thoſe European Chriſtians, who come 
into the Eaſt. Indies, and of the Converts made by 
| the Miſſonarys, That there are few converted in 
_ * thoſe Parts where they converſe with the Europeans: 
and when it happens that any are converted, they 


; of 72. es, Vol. 2 J. 2. . 13. . 


e 


nobis notior ſacta eſt Si artibus operatricibus baren 


ſumus, ſs ſcientiis contemplativis vicimus, certe practica 
philoſophia (quod propemodum ſateri pudet) victi ſu- 
mus, id eſt, Ethica & Politicæ præceptis, ad ipſam 
vitam uſumque mortalium accommodatis. Dici enim 
non poteſt, quem pulc hee omnia ad tranquillitatem pub- 
licam, ordinemque hominum inter ſe, ut quam mini- 


mum ſibi ipſi incommodent, ſupra aliarum gentium 
—Certe talis noſtra- 


$ prove ſo bad, it were better they had never been 
JWT 
10. Tenthly and laſtly, your Propoſition, that Re- 


velation is neceſſary to fix a Rule of Morality, will 
appear ſtrange, when it is conſider'd, how you 
argue for the Truth of that Propoſition, from the?“ 
Weakneſs of that degree of Reaſon, which prevails 
among the greater part of Mankind; from the wild 


— 


73 Navarette's Account of China, in Churchil's Colletfion = 


ty 


and diſconcertel State of Man, without a Revela i ion; 
and from its being deſirable that God ſhould inter. 
poſe by an authoritative Declaration of his Will: 


wherein you argue, as the Papiſts do for the Infalli- 


| bility of the Church, from the Conveniency of the 


thing, to the Wants of Mankind ; hereby arguing 


againſt Fact, and impeaching the Conduct of God 


in his dealing with Men, who has no more pro- 


mulgated a Revelation to all Mankind (a great part 
whereof he has always winked at) than he has eſta- 
bliſh'd an 1fall:bility to direct them. But it ſeems ſtill 
more extraordinary arguing in you, ſince you urge, 
that 's all La gi vers and Founders of Societys have 
endea vour'd to give the Character they aſſum'd, and 
the Rules of Life they preſcrib'd, the Support of Di- 
vine Authority. Which ſuppoſes that Impoſture is 
neceſſary; that Impoſture has govern'd the World; 
that the common Senſe of Men, or the ſuppos'd Law 
of Nature (enforc'd. politically) has been the Rule 
whereby the Laugivers aud Founders of Society have 
| proceeded in giving Rules of Life; and that Reve- 
lation did not fx any Rule of Morality for them. 
Men pretend to receive their Rules. of Life from Re- 
velation, tho they are only the mere Dictates of hu- 
man Reaſon ; therefore Revelation (which they have 
| not) is neceſlary to fix the Rules of Life for them! 
This is the Force of your Argument, It ſeems to 
me much better Argumentation, to ſay, that ſince 
there has not been à Revelation made to all Man- 
kind, Revelation 3s not dee Y to fix 10e Rule of. 


Moray. _ 


© Beſides, the Doctrine you advance. has not the 
leaſt Foundation from your Text; which ſeems 
1 out 80 my of 1 Form and | Method, For how 
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does it t follow from your: Text, God who at ſundry 
Times, and in divers Manners, ſpake in time paſt by 


the Prophets unto the Fathers, hath in theſe laſt Days 
ſpoken to us by his Son, that Revelation is meceſſury 


% fix a Rule of Morality 2 How does God's re- 


vealing himſelf at times to a few Men, and that not 
by giving them always a compleat Rule of Morality, 
ſhew, that Revelation was neceſſary even to thoſe. 
few Men, in order to fix a Rule of Moraluy tor 


them? And how does ſuch Revel:.i'2 to a few 
Men ſhow, that Revelation was neceſſary to fix a 


Rule of Moraluy for all others, to en no Rere- 


lation ever came? 


Again, you no ſooner repeat your Text, but vou 
mills it in the very firſt Words of your Sermon, 
and give us a gr pres containing two Particulars 
not to be found in it. You ſay, 7% The Apoſtle ob- 


ſerves, that God had, in all Ages, communicated his 


Will to Mankind by ſpecial Revelations. Whereas 
the Apoſile only obſerves to the Hebrews, that God 
ſpake in time paſt to the Fathers, that is, to their 
Anceſtors, by the Prophets, and not in all Ages, and 
to all Mankind, As you go on, you go off ſtill für- 


ther from your Text, by Hying, © The ?” Ap oſtle, in 


the Scripture before us, alerts the Fact, That there 
has been a Revelation deriv'd down thro' all Ages, 
and at laſt feal'd up and perfected in the Goſpel 
© of Jeſus Chriſt :* when the Apoſtle only aſſerts, that 
God has ſpoken to 11s in the laſt Days by his e but 
ſays not a Word of his ſealing up Revelation; 
which, according to the Apoſtle, had been given * 

the © Jews at divers limes. } 
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SECT, vin. 


© 7 OUR ſecond Sermon is on the ſame Text 


with your firſt, and goes on to miſtake it fur. 


| ther, by making your Subject to be, Revelation ne- 
ceſſary to aſcertain a Religion, when that Text at- 
ſerts only a Reality of ſome Revelations among the 
Jews. And this Sermon, like the former, is full of 

_ falſe Reaſonings and Facts, and impeaches the Con- 
duct of God. For has God aſcertain'd Religion by a 
Revelation in all Ages ? Has he not left moſt Men 
without a Revelation, and permitted them (or wink'd 
at them) in their following infinite Deluſions, or 

| pretended Revelations ? Has he not ſaid, that ſome 
Men had a Law to themſelves ; that is, a Religion 
aſcertain'd, without Revelation? Did not the Ma- 
giſtrates of the World aſcertain Religions antiently, 
when there was no Revelation, or no real Revela- 
tion known? And who now aſcertain Religions, 
but the Magiſtrates, who do moſt commonly now, 
as they did antiently, 7* authorize the moſt abſurd 
and impious Superſtitions? Do not they declare what 
Revelation they will receive in their Kingdoms, and 
what Senſe of that Revelation they will have eſta- 
 bliſh'd; being well aſſur'd, that the 79 zhoughtleſs 
Pulgar, who have neither Leiſure nor Capacity for 
accurate Examination, will aft, as it muſt always be 
expected they will do, and reſign themſelves implicitly 
to the Appearance of Revelation * And what does 
this Art of the Lawgivers and Magiſtrates, in im- 
poſing pretended Divine Revelations, and this Prone- 
neſs of the People to receive any thing for Divine 
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Oo 
Revelation, which the Magiſtrate ſays is ſo, prove, 
but that, in fa&, Men generally will be 2 


-— 


by, and have their Religion aſcertain'd by 


come in play, according to the Power you give the 


Magiſtrate, and the exceſſive Weakneſs you contend 

to be in the People to reſign themſelves up to him? 
Nay, does not, and muſt not, the very Pretence of 

the Neceſſity of a true Revelation to aſcertain a Reli- 
gion, diſpoſe them to aſcertain their Religion by ſome _ 
falſe Revelation or other? for ſuppos'd Revelations 
are numerous, and almoſt every where to be met 


with; and Men, thro' their Weakneſs, are eve 


where ready to receive them, and alſo unable, ac- 
cording to you, to diſtinguiſh between true and falſe 
Revelations. In fine, Revelation is ſo far (as it 
ſtands in fact) from being the Means, and conſe- 
quently from being the neceſſary Means to aſcertain 
Religion, that there is a Religion antecedent to Re- 
velation, which is neceſſary to be known in order to 
aſcertain Revelation ; and by that Religion, I mean 
Natural Religion, which is preſuppos'd to Revelation, 
and is a Teſt by which reveal'd Religion is to be 
try'd, is a Bottom on which it muſt ſtand, and is a 

| Rule to underſtand it by. et oo earl 


| ome Im 
poſture or other? And therefore is it not highly ab- 
ſurd to make a true Revelation neceſſary to aſcertain _ 
Religion, when ſuch Revelation does not, nay, cannot 
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it | 4 7 OUR Text for your third and fourth Sermons i n 


I is, ' Be ready always to give an Anſwer to fre 
every Man that asketh you a Reaſon of the Hope 
that is in you, with Meekneſs and Fear. And the 
| Concluſion ** you make from it is, that juſt and 
ſatisfattory Reaſons may be given for the Faith and 
Hope you profeſs ; that your Religion deſires no other 
Favour, than a ſober and diſpaſſionate Examination; 
and that it ſubmits its Grounds and Reaſons to an 
unprejudicd Trial, And then you proceed to pro- 
duce the Proofs you have for Chriſtianity. But how 
can you, conſiſtently with your ſelf, offer all this to 
us? How can you urge, that your Religion deſires 
no other Favour, but a fair Examination, when you 
talk of ** reſtraining Men from ſpeaking, c? 
And to what purpoſe is offering Proofs to convince 
Men, when you will not allow Men to debate thoſe 
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Prooß, and to propoſe their Objections? Chriſtians 
" are, according to you, to ſatisfy Objectors, but Ob- 
_ jectors are not to be heard. This is your incompa- 
able Scheme of Things! And your whole Diſcourſe 
'' 1s therefore manifeſtly impertinent on your Princi- 
= plwKw'aes. And nothing can be more ridiculous than ſuch 
| Diſcourſes as yours; but eſpecially if it be conſi- 
g der'd, that they are unfair and artificial Diſcourſes; 


the Diſcourſes of mere Advocates, who repreſent 
nothing truly, and ever miſrepreſent their Adverſa- 
rys, whom you will not ſuffer to be heard in their 


i Vindication, tho you allow, *3 many Impoſtures have 
| ” brevail'd on the Credulity of Mankind as Divine Re- 
8 bY YT nn os ! a 
[1 * Preface, p. 75, | . 
it FFF vielations. 
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0 | 
velat ions. You endeavour to prove a thing reaſona- 
ble to be believ'd. I judg your Proofs not good, 
and your Doctrines immoral and abſurd. Am I to 

| ſpeak and act purſuant to my Opinion? No, you 
only are to ſpeak and act, and I am to be re- 
fran d and pain d if 1 do! 


Iz; OUR fifth Sermon is on theſe Words, d The 
I Works I do in my Father's Name bear witneſs 
of me. This Sermon is directed againſt the Diſcourſe 


of the Grounds, &. wherein it was maintain'd, that 


ain the Queſtion, Whether the Prophecys cited out 
of the Old in the New Teſtament were cited in 

their literal Senſe or no, recourſe was to be had 

to the Books of the Old Teſtament themſelves, 

_ © which, like other Books, were to be interpreted 

by the Rules of common Senſe, viz, by the Rules 

of of Grammar and Criticiſm; and that Miracles, 

_ © wrought by thoſe who cited them, avail'd not to 
© proye, that they gave us the literal Senſe of the 

_ © Prophecys they cited.“ And you maintain, that 
in the 55 Diſpute (whether the Paſſages cited out of 
the Old in the New Teſtament, 2 

Intention any Relation to the Meſſiah) there could not 

© be any Argument in the nature of the thing more 

_ © deciſive of that Queſtion, than the Teſtimony of 

© God : that the Teſtimony of God could not appear 

0 by any ſtronger Evidence, than the Power of Mira- 

© cles ſupporting the Allegation : and that God cer- 
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a dainly knew the Intention of every Prophecy de- 


liver'd from his Spirit ; and that when the Perſon 


who apply'd this Prophecy to the Meſſiah, gave the 
beſt Proof which poſſibly can be given, that he 


was ſent by God, and acted and ſpake by his 


affirm his Application.“ 
But againſt this I urge, 


1. That this is running from the proper way of 


_ determining the Senſe and Meaning of a Book, which 
is, by Inquiry into and conſidering the Book it ſelf, 
and, what is ſtill worſe, declining the Appeal made 


by Chriſt and his Apoſtles, whom I think you ſhou'd 


chuſe to follow in this Matter of common Senſe. 


And it is making the Old Teſtament an uſeleſs Book 


in relation to the Queſtion of a Meſſias, and abſo- 
„ deſtroys its Authority, as a Book, when its 
Benſe is to be ſettled by mere Miracles. The Book 
it (elf aſſerts nothing, but what ſeems contrary io 5 
che Explication given by the Doer of Miracles: 
is the Doer of Miracles then only, who aſferts. = - 
2᷑. That . Miracles (which are Actions above the 
Power of Man to perform) are no Proofs of the 
univerſal Infallibility of the Perſon who does them. 
They do not render him infallible at the time he 
does them; much leſs do vp render him infallible 
in all he ſhall ſay or do. 5 | 
3. It is no where ſaid in the New Teſtament, 
that Men ought to acquieſce in the Interpretations 
_ given therein of any Paſſages produc'd out of the 
Old Teſtament, becauſe the Citers of them did Mi- 
racles: And notwithſtanding the Citers thereof did 
ſo many Miracles, they never urge their Miracles to 


prove the Truth of their Interpretations ; but ſtill 


refer Men to the Old Teſtament, and to that alone, 


to ſearch and ſee, whether what gy alledg'd from 
thence, was rightly Wess 4 6 or no: and conſequent 


Commiſſion, God himſelf muſt be underſtood. to 
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ly, allow Men to judge of the Senſe of the Paſlages 


cited out of the Old Teſtament, by the mere Conli- 
deration of the Old Teſtament, without the leaſt 
regard to their own Authority, or Inſpiration, or Mi- 


4. That it does not appear, that they, who cite 
the Old Teſtament in the New, intend to give us the 


Literal Senſe of the Paſſages they cite: And conſe- 


quently their Interpretations may have no relation to 
the Matter before us. Let it therefore be ſuppos'd, 
that their Inſpiration and univerſal Infallibility was 
prov'd by their Miracles; and, particularly, let all 
their Interpretations of the Old Teſtament be, from 
thence, concluded true: that does not prove, that they 
gave the true Literal Interpretation. Their manner 
of interpreting the Old Teſtament, and the known 
manner of interpreting us'd among the Jews of their 
time, have given ground to Divines to ſuppoſe, that 
in many Caſes Chriſt and his Apoſtles interpreted the 
Old Teſtament in ſome ſecondary, and not in the 
primary or literal Senſe. And if that Fact be true, 1 
ſee not how their Authority, founded in Miracles, can 
be urg'd to prove, they interpreted the Prophecys in 


their true Literal Senſe, _ 


5. When you ſuppoſe ſome Paſſages may have 


been cited by the Apoſtles in the way of 86 7Iluſtra- 


tion, & c. or as an Argument of Conceſſion from the 


57 miſtaken Senſe of the Jews; do not you imply, 


that the Apoſtles do not always give us the firſt 55 u- 
tended or literal (that is, according to you, the true) 
Senſe of the Prophets; and by conſequence, that 
their Miracles do not prove, that they give us the 
true literal Interpretation of the Paſſages they cite? 
{ Nay, do not you ©? confeſs and admit, that“ Miracles, 
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cys, are not a ſufficient Evidence of Jeſus's being 
the Meſſiah; and that © the nature of the Conclu- 


kind?“ | 


6. That the Proof of Miracles being done is but 
o probable, or depends on probable Evidence; but 
the literal meaning of the Books of the Old Teſta- 
ment, in a Matter, which is ſuppos'd to be literally 
contained in various Parts thereof, is a plain Matter: 


And conſequently, the literal Senſe is to be determin'd 


from the Books themſelves, and not from the mere 
| Interpretations of ſuppoſed Doers of Miracles, And 
if it be further conſider'd, that Miracles are not de- 
monſtrative Proofs of an univerſal Infallibility, and In- 
= | cams and that they are not Proofs, that the Apo- 
ſtles muſt interpret the Old Teſtament literally; who, 
tho they did not interpret it literally, 3 ſtill 
interpret it truly, that is, myſtically; it 
that Miracles have not the leaſt weight in fixing a 
literal Senſe of the Paſſages cited out of the Old Teſ- 
tament in the New, in oppoſition to that literal Senſe, 
which ariſes from the Conſideration of the Paſſages 
themſelves, as they ſtand in the Old Teſtament, 
I conclude this Article with the Opinion and Rea- 
ſoning of our acute and learned Dr. Claget. He 
ſays, Miracles had not been a ſufficient means of 
Conviction, if Chriſt had not alſo fulfilld the Law 


and the Prophets; becauſe the Law and the Pro- 


phets were to be fulfilled by bim. For by an un- 
© queſtionable divine Revelation, God had warned 


the 1/raelites not to truſt to mere Miracles, But af- 


der i had been foretold, that dad would raiſe up @ 
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without a concurrent Teſtimony from the Prophe- 


fion in queſtion, requires ſome real Proof of this 
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* Prophet ſrom the midſt of that People like unto Mo. 
© ſes, to whom they ſhould hearken : After a Law 


had been given, conſiſting of a vaſt number of 


A 


- 


going to Emaus, he upbraided them in this manner, 
92 © Fools, and ſlow of heart to believe all that the 
© Prophets have ſpoken ; Ought not Chriſt to have ſuf- 


* fered theſe things, and to enter into his Glory? And 


IN beginning at Moſes and all the Prophets, he expound- 
d eld unto them in all the Scriptures the things concern- 
ing himſelf. This Method was indeed ſuitable to 
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Ordinances, which was to be a ſhadow of good 
 * things to come, and to be fulfilled in Chrift : After 
that from time to time there were Predictions of 
thoſe Marks by which he ſhould be known; and 
amongſt other things it was foretold, that he ſhould 


work Miracles; when, I ſay, after all, Jeſus an- 
* ſwered every one of theſe Characters, and did eve- 
ry way fulfil the Law and the Prophets: this all to- 
« gether was a Demonſtration, that he was the 
Chriſt; and as his Miracles, and the Miracles of his 
* Apoſtles, gave Teſtimony to him, and corrobora- 
tte all other divine Teſtimonys which he had; ſo 
© they alſo received ſtrength from other divine Teſti- 
monps in conjunction with them; and in particu- 
© lar, from thoſe very Predictions, that Chrift ſhould = 
be known by Miracles, amongſt other things. 
No wonder, therefore, that we do not find the 
© whole ſtreſs of the divine Demonſtration of the 
_ © Goſpel, laid upon the Miracles of Chriſt and his 
© Apoſtles in the New Teſtament; and that tho our 
Saviour did appeal to his own Works, yet not to 
them only, but likewiſe to the Scriptures of the Old 
Teſtament, and this rather more than to Miracles. 
© Thus to fix the two doubting Diſciples that were 
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the obligation that People were under, to examine 


all zew Revelations by their correſpondence with 


© the old. And for this Reaſon, I make no doubt, 
© but that our Saviour in his Diſcourſe upon what 
 * Moſes and all the Prophets had foretold concerning 
© Chriſt, did not omit to bring to their Minds what 
Miracles himſelf had wrought in the Sight of the 
People, becauſe this would naturally fall under that 
Head of Prophecys which foretold that part of his 
© Teſtimony. But then ſtill it was the Teſtimony of 
* the Old Scriptures, into which the Teſtimony of his 

© Miracles was in great part reſolved : for there he 
© laid the Aggravation of their Incredulity, O Fools, 
and ſlow of heart to believe all that the Prophets 
have ſpoken. _ eo 8 
lt was foretold, that when God ſhould come to 
* ſave them, 93 the Eyes of the Blind ſhould be open- 
ed, the Ears of the Deaf ſhauld be unſtopped, the 
lame Man ſhould leap as an Hart, and the Tongue 
of the Dumb ſhould ſing. To which PrediQions 
_ © our Saviour ſeemed to refer, in that Anſwer which 
he gave to the two Diſciples ſent by John the Bap- 


tiſt: 9% Go, ſays he, and ſhew John again thoſe 


6 


93 Iſai, Xxxv. 4, 5,6. 3 Mat. xi. 4, 


things which ye do hear and ſee; The Blind receive 
their ſight, and the Lame walk, and the Lepers are 
cleanſed, and the Deaf hear, and the Dead are raiſed 
up. For beſides that there is no great Variation of 
© the Phraſe from the Words of the Prophet, there 
is another Mark added, which had nothing in it of 
Miracle, viz. And the poor have the Goſpel preached 
to them: but then it was foretold by the Prophet, 
© 95 The Spirit of the Lord is upon me, becauſe the 
Tord hath anointed me to preach good things unto 
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(3) 


the meek. T bis was in it ſelf a good Ma KS - 
leſs than the other; but both received Strength. 
from the Predictions of the Scripture, I make no 
© queſtion, but that many believed in Feſus chiefly for 

his Works ſake, before they had much conſider'd 
the Correſpondence of his Doctrine to Moſes and 
the Prophets; but it ſeemeth alſo, that one Reaſon 
of their Forwardneſs was this, that they expected, 
according to the Prophets, that he ſhould come 
with wonderful Works: for thus we find in St. 


John, that the People who believed in him, ſaid, 


* 96 When Chriſt cometh, will he do more Miracles than - 
_ * thoſe which this Man hath done? In ſaying of which, 
they diſcovered an Expectation of a Meſſias that 

As ſtrong an Argument 
as any Miracle is by it ſelf; yet St. Peter, in his 
firſt Sermon to the Jews, having obſerved that Je- 

6 ſus of Nazareth was 9! a Man approved of God by 
Miracles, Signs, and Wonders, which God had done 
by him in the midſt of them; and then proceeding 
to that moſt convincing Sign of all, viz, the Reſur- 


rection of Jeſus from the dead; he did not think fit 


to lay t the whole Streſs upon the nature of the 


thing it ſelf, but produced that Prediction of David 
concerning it;? Thou wilt not leave my Soul in 
Hell, neither wilt thou ſuffer thy holy One to ſee Cor- 
 ruption : And from this Prediction of the thing, 
be argued induſtriouſly, as you may ſee, to prove 
that the Teſtimony of the Reſurrection was a di- 
vine Teſtimony; 99 David, ſays he, ſeeing this 


before, ſpale of the Reſurrect ion of Chriſt, &c. And 
; — he affirms whe Fatt, and offers the Proof of 1 


| 56 Joh: vii. . N 97 Ads i ii. 22. 
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« ſed Fables, when we made known unto you the 
coming and power of our Lord Jeſus, but were eye- 
witneſſes of his Majeſty , for he receiv'd from God the 
Father honour and glory, when there came forth ſuch 


OS on 


it; This Jeſus hath God raiſed up, whereof we all 
— ,, p EE 
The ſame St. Peter affirming the Reality of that 


miraculous Teſtimony which our Lord received in 


the holy Mount, made no doubt to prefer the Te- 


ſtimony of the Scripture, before that Teitimony ; 
100 We have not, lays he, followed cunningly devi- 


a Voice to him from the excellent Glory, This is my 


beloved Son, in whom I am well-pleaſed: and this Voice 
which came from Heaven, we heard when we were 
with him in the holy Mount. Now altho this was 
in it ſelf a very clear and convincing Teſtimony, yet 
St. Peter, who underſtood theſe things as well as 
any that have ſat in his Chair, rather refers Chriſ- 
tian People to the Teſtimony of the Scriptures, in 
thoſe remarkable Words; t We have alſo a more 


ſure word of Prophecy, whereunto ye do well that 


ye take heed, as unto a light ſhining in a dark place, 
until the day dawn, and the day-ſtar arife in your 


hearts, Where the Old Teſtament is called a Word 


of Prophecy, becauſe the great Buſineſs of thoſe ho- 
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ly Books, was to prepare Mankind for the coming 


_ © of Chriſt, by all kinds of Prediction: and now 
© that Chriſt was come, if there remained any Dark- 
neſs, or doubting in their Minds, who had ſeen or 


known other Teſtimonys given to Jeſus, they were 


to take heed to the Word of Prophecy, and dili- 
gently obſerve the correſpondence of the Event, to 
all things that had been foretold concerning Chriſt : 
in doing of which, their Doubts would by degrees 
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your 
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© vaniſh, 


9 


„ 


voaniſh, and at laſt they would grow to a clear and 2 
© ſtrong Perſuaſion. 


Nor was this forgotten by St. Au: 10 Our : 
« Lord Jeſus himſelf, ſays he, after he had riſen 


« 25 the Dead, and when he expoſed his Body to be 


ſeen by the Eyes, and felt by the Hands of his Diſci- 
* ples, l fl the ſhould think ſome Deceit was upon 

* them, thought it more neceſſary, that they ſhould be 
confirmed by the Teſtimony of the Law, and the 
Prophets, and the Pſalms, ſhewing that thoſe things 


© which had been foretold ſo FI before were now ful- 


Me in Him." : 


„ — Om ” "OI 


FLEX: 1 


Tux Deſign of your ſuih ea e is on _ 


the ſame Text with your fifth, is to prove, 


that the Miracles reported in the New Teſtament 

were really done. To which 1 ſhall only ſay, that 

if I did deny them to have been done, or thought 
your Proofs. inconcluſive, you have no reaſon to ex- 


pect an Examination of thoſe Proofs, till you think it 


g allowable for Men to examine them. While you 
think, that Men ought to be reftrain'd from ſpeaking, 
you will ſurely be ſo humane as to excuſe them from 5 


ſpeaking: and they themſelves will be apt to ſubmit 


. : to that e Reftraine, ang't to excuſe themſelves. 
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SECT. XI. 


HE Delign of your ſeromch POR is to give 
T the real Cauſe of Mens averſion to Chriſtianity ; 
from this Text, 1 This is the Condemnation, that 
light is come into the World, and Men loved darkneſs 
rather than light, becauſe their Deeds are evil ; which 
real Cauſes you make to be Mens Vices and Immora- 8 
litys. And the Deſign of your Eighth, is to prove 
from the ſame Text, the Juſtice of the Condemnation | 
of the Rejecters of Chriſtianity. 
To which it may be ſaid, 


1. That it may be, and is undoubtedly, * Caſe 


„ many, who reject the Goſpel, to be influenced 
therein by their Vices and Immoralitys. It would be 
very ſtrange, if Chriſtianity, which teaches ſo much 


good Morality, and ſo juſtly condemns divers Vices 
to Which Men are prone, was not rejected by ſome 
Libertines on that account; as the ſeveral pretended 
Revelations, which are eſtabliſh'd throughout the 
World, are by Libertines on that very account alſo, _ 
. But this cannot be the caſe of all who rejet 
the Goſpel. Some of them, who reject the Goſpel, lead 
as good Lives as thoſe who receive it. And I ſup- 


poſe there is no difference to the advantage of 


So "VE? Shri, it twill be 


_ Chriſtians in point of Morality, between them and 
the Jews, Mahometans, | Heathens, or e, who . 
reject Chriſtianity. os 

3. If by the Goſpel, or Chrifianky, be dt | 

B ſuch Practices and Notions as commonly, tho unjuſt- 
ly, paſs for Chriſtian among moſt, and eſpecially Po- 

edi cult to name * other 


ITY 193 Joh, 1 29. In 
Vi Reli. 
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Religion, that more patronizes Vice. And there 
ſeems this general Encouragement to Vice, that let 


Men be but zealous for the Orthodoxy in faſhion, and 
for the Power of the reigning Church or Clergy, and 
for the Authority of the Magiſtrate in Matters of Re- 
ligion, to exerciſe that Power under the Clergy's Di- 
rection, and they ſhall have very fair quarter in re- 
lation to their Vices; and tho exceeding vicious, be 
not half ſo ill treated as the moſt moral Heterodox. 
Orthodoxy, ſays an eminent Divine often cited, “ 
will cover a multitude of Sins, but a cloud of Vir- 

* tues cannot cover the want of the minuteſt Particle 
df Orthodoxy)... The Heretic draws upon him- 
ſelf numerous Evils and Misfortunes, which the 


« vileſt, lewdeſt, moſt immoral W retch upon Earth is 


in no danger of, The greateſt Immoralitys, nay, a 
long Courſe of them, ſhall oftentimes go unpuniſh- | 

| © ed; eſpecially if a Man be very Orthodox” 
4. Methinks you ſhould allow, that many do rejeft 

Chriſtianity, as conceiving it founded on no good 

Reaſons, and particularly teaching divers falſe Maxims 


of Morality ; if the Rejecters Words may be taken, 


ſuſpect them influenc'd by their Vices. 


who from their Lives and Actions give no ground to 


5. As to Condemnation being a Conſequence of 


O 


rejecting the Goſpel, that can relate only to thoſe to 
whom it is ſufficiently propoſed ; that is, ſo propos'd, 


ſo clearly laid down, and with ſuch Reaſons, before 


a Man, that, if he would conſider things without 
Prejudice and Paſſion, according to the beſt of his 
Capacity, he muſt give his Aﬀent to them. And if 
this be the Condemnation you contend for, I ſuppoſe 
every body will concur with you in condemning them, 
who do not uſe their Underſtandings in conſidering _ 


—_— = —_ 


things 


wo AF. - 
things as well as they are able. But upon whom this 
Condemnation will fall, I leave the Reader to judge, 
who will conſider, how Men are ſway'd by Education, 


| ſhare Examination has in the Reception of them; 


would examine into the Truth and Reaſon of things; 


jecting received Opinions, plainly make a greater uſe 


ceiving them, 


. 8 p * 2 6 * 1 „ r —_ — — 
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5 1 I take to be proper to this Controverſy between us, 
Capacity, of whom any Religion is requir'd. 


aa : 


pleaſe, you will find it to make Religion a Matter of 
mere chance; as is manifeſt, if you place it, either 

in Parents, or in Guardians, or in the Civil Magi— 
ſtrate, or in an eſtabliſned Clergy, Nor has God 
eſtabliſh'd any Authority in any Man or body of 


P le, ; And if he has, this Author ty does not carry 


Tradition, Intereſt, Reputation, and all manner of 
temporal Motives to embrace Opinions; how little 


ho the various Advocates for receiv'd Opinions con- 
tend for employing Force and Arms againſt thoſe who 


and how the Rejectkors of receiv'd Opinions do, in 2e. 


of their Underſtandings, than the Receivers do in re- 


TVILL conclude with iow Reflections, which 


The way of attaining the Knowledge of Religion, | 
muſt be a way ſuited to every Man's Condition and 


And that way muſt be one of theſe two; either 
the way of Authority, or the way of private Judg- 
It cannot be the way of Authority; becauſe there 
is no obvious ſpiritual Authority in being, that, by its 
mere appearance, ſhows it ſelf to be an Authority. 
And place ſpiritual Authority in what Hands you 


185 Men, to which he requires the Submiſſion of the Peo- 


its 


„„ 


its own Evidence along with it, ſo as to infer imme- 


diate Submiſſion, but is a matter to be inquir'd into, 
whether there be any ſuch Authority eſtabliſh'd, and 
in what hands it is every where plac'd. Which Queſ- 


tions, not only ſubmit the Affair of Authority to pri- 


vate Judgment, which may end in diſowning all hu- 
man Authority in Religion, or in Mens ſetting up dif- 
ferent human Authoritys; one ſetting up a Popiſh, ano- 


ther a Prelatical, another a Presbyterian, another an 


Arian, another a Jewiſh, another a Mahometan, and 
another a Heathen Authority: but muſt engage Men 


in ſuch difficult Enquirys, as their Conditions of Life 
and Capacitys render them unfit to make ; for the 
common People are ſo far from being qualify'd to 
conſider the Pretences to Authority in all the Clergy 
of the World, that we may ſee they are not able to 
_ conſider the Pretences of the ſeveral ſorts of Chriſtian 
_ Clergy, and in their Submiſſion to any ſort of them, 
either proceed on Education, or municipal Laws, or 


ſome fuch Chance, 


It remains therefore, that the way of attaining the 
Knowledge of Religion, is the way of Private Judg- 
ment : which is a way every Man, in all Conditions 

and Places, is in; and a way that muſt lead him to all 


Truth God can require, who being juſt and good can 


require no Knowledge of him, but what he has put in 
his power to attain; eſpecially if it be conſider'd, that 
uſing private Judgment juſtly and truly, conſiſts not 
only in Mens conſidering things by themſelves, but in 
taking in all manner of Helps and Means of Informa- 
tion in their power, either by Pooks or Converſation, 
with learned and ingenious Men, whoſe Sentiments, 


when received on the foot of Conviction, are receiv'd 


on the foot of Private Judgment, and not on the foot 
What I have ſaid, I take to be true Catholiciſm, 
and what will be found agreeable to the Senſe of the 


greateſt 


. Pay, 148, 
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greateſt Men, however divided in theig Chutches or 
Communions. William Penn, “ in a Letter to Dr. 
 Tilloeſon, ſays, He © abhors two Principles in Reli- 


gion, and pitys them that own them : The firſt is, 


c 
Obedience upon Authority without Convittion , and 
© the other, Deſtroying them that differ from him for 
68 


God's ſake.” To which Dr. Tillotſon *** anſwers, 


that he * fully concurs with Mr. Penn in the Abhor- 
* rence of the two Principles he mentions z' and adds, that 
he has endeavour'd to make it one of the governing 
Principles of his Life, never to abate any thing of Hu- 
manity or Charity to any Man, for his difference in 
Opinion, and particularly to thoſe of Mr. Penn's per- 
ſuaſion, as ſeveral of them have had experience: To 
whom he has been ready to do all Offices of yy | 


being truly ſorry to ſee them ſo hardly us'd. 


But as plain, religious, and humane, as this matter 
of private Judgment is to me, and as abſurd, irreli- 
gious and barbarous as the Scheme of Authority ſeems. 
to me, I am not ſo poſitive and dogmatical as to pre- 
_ clude my ſelf from attending to what ſo able à Per- 
| ſon, as you are, ſhall ſay, if you think fit to attempt | 
do eſtabliſh ſome Scheme of Authority; which, if you 
do, it will be incumbent on you to ſtate it plainly and 
clearly, for the direction of the common People, and 
to prove it to be the way of Truth; ſince, according 
do its obvious appearance, it ſeems the way of Error, 
Impoſture, Fanaticiſm, and Tyranny over the Minds, 
Bodys, and Fortunes of Men. For if you do not 
ſpeak plainly, that is, do not name thoſe, whoſe Au- 
 _ thority we are to depend on, but require us to be go- 
vern'd by Authority, without telling us, that you your 
WW ſelf, or — in a coojunttive wie others, « or 1 ** 5 
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giſtrate, : 
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giſtrate, have that Authority: And if you do not give 
us a reaſon, why your Authority, or yours in con- 
junction with others, or your Magiſtrate's Authority, is 
the way of Truth, more than the Authority of Father 
Peter, or Dr. Burgeſs, or the Council of Trent, or the 
Great Turk, it will appear, that want of Truth makes 


you not ſpeak diſtinctly; for theſe things are capable 


L 


„ 


of being ſpoken of with the utmoſt diſtinctneſs, and, 
as they concern the Direction of the loweſt Men, muſt 
be exceeding plain in themſelves. Mr. Chillingworth 

©07 puts the matter thus: For the ending Civil Contro- 


verſys, who does not ſee, it is abſolutely neceſſary, 


that not only Judges ſhould be appointed, but that 
it ſhould be known and unqueſtion'd who they are ? 
Thus all the Judges of our Land are known Men, 
known to be Judges; and no Man doubts or queſti- | 
ons, but that theſe are the Men. Otherwiſe, if it 
were a diſputable thing, who were theſe Judges, and 
they had no certain Warrant for their Authority, but 
only ſome topical Congruitys; wou'd not any one 
fay, ſuch Judges, in all likelihood, would rather 
multiply Controverſys than end them? So likewiſe 
if our Saviour the King of Heaven, had intended, 
that all Controverſys in Religion ſhould be by ſome 
viſible Judge finally determin'd, who can doubt, 
but in plain terms he wou'd have expreſs'd himſelf 
about this matter? He wou'd have ſaid plainly, 
"The Biſhop of Rome (or the Canons Reſidentiary of 
Wells) 7 have appointed to decide all emergent Con- 
troverſys. For that our Saviour deſign'd the Biſhops 
of Rome (or the Canons Reſidentiary of Wells) ro 
this Office, and yet would not ſay ſo, nor cauſe it to 

be written ad rei memoriam by any of the Evan. 
geliſts or Apoſtles, ſo much as once, — He that can 
* believe it let him.. a 


Mt. 
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own your Infallibility in like manner. 


Let me alſo add in your favour, that if you will 
be diſtin, and name your ſelf, exc. as the Autho- 


rity Men are to ſubmit to, I am perſuaded that 
you may, from the inexhauſtible Fund of Theolog 


3). 


produce as good Arguments as are produc'd by the 
Presbyterian Clergy for their General Aſſemblys, nay, 
even by the Popiſh Clergy for the Authority of the 
Pope, or of a General Council, or of the Pope in con- 
junction with a General Council: which laſt Clergy 
have been ſo ſucceſsful in their Arguments, as for 
many Ages to have ſupported an Authority over the 
greateſt part of the Chriſtian World; which has juſtly 
concluded, that an Authority in Religion, to which 
Men are oblig'd in duty to ſubmit, muſt be infallible, 
And if you prove your Authority, 1 ſhall readily 
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125 E been the fuller in my Obſervations to 


: you concerning Liberty on ſeveral Accounts. 
PFirſt, Becauſe it is a 1 Sul ef which, you fay, 
you have conſider'd with ſome Attention, and thought 


ſo important, that in treating of this matter, you pro- 
pos'd to uſe your Adverſary with ſomewhat leſs Ce- 
remony, than you had done in defending Chriſtianity 


(as you pretend) againſt him. 


Secondly, Becauſe I am 8 that the Liberty 


which you oppoſe and I defend, is the Cauſe of Vir- 


tue, Learning, Truth, God, Religion and Chriſtianity: Þ 
that it is the political Intereſt of all Countrys, and 8 
that the Degree of it we enjoy in England, is the 5 


— 


— 
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Strength, Ornament, and Glory of our Country, and 
Support of that Illuſtrious and Excellent Royal Family 
which poſſeſſes the Throne of theſe Realms, and 
cannot but know that the Friends of Liberty are by 


Principle their trueſt and beſt Friends: that if I 


can contribute, by my poor Abilitys, to the Defence 
of ſo excellent a Cauſe, I ſhall think 1 have ated 
a goc part in Life; and in preſumption of the 
Plainneſs of the Cauſe, ſhall not decline anſwering. 


what you ſhall think fit to ſay againſt it, who I own 


to be a Perſon of ſo great Learning and Parts, as to 


be able to make the worſt Cauſe appear plauſible, 
and cannot but make a good Cauſe triumphant : and 


in fine, that it is a Cauſe, in which, if your In- 
fluence and Intereſt were equal to your Inclination 
to procure Martyrdom for me, I would rather ſuf- 
fer than in any Cauſe whatſoever, tho * ſorry that 
| Chriſtians ſhould be ſo weak and inconſiſtent with _ 
themſelyes, as to be your Inſtruments to tate my 


Life from me, 


"Thirdly, Becauſe I think this the propereſt time to 
eſtabliſh juſt Notions of Liberty, when England is fo 


prepar'd to receive them as it is at this time. 


| 
is manifeſt, that Reaſon and Senſe have of late cog OY 
that 


ground over Fanaticiſm and implicit Faith, and 


ſome Men of all Partys are open to receive Infor- 
mation: that Moderation, Humanity, and Friendſhip, 
have ſucceeded among divers, who differ in their _ 
Notions, in the room of Animoſitys, Fury, and 
Hatred: and that the Governors of our Church, 
with our excellent Archbiſhop at their head, (from 
whom I have produc'd above a glorious Teſtimony 

for Liberty) and a great part of the inferior Clergy, 


— 
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are in the Intereſt of Proteſtantiſm or Liberty, and 
inſtruct us in our Rights and Privileges, and in the 
| Knowledge of that State of Equality, wherein Rea- 
ſon and Chriſtianity have plac'd us, as well as in 
that Duty and Submiſſion we owe to Government. 
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late, by one of great Acuteneſs, to exa- 


OE. 


Ne YL. 
: mine into the Grounds and Reaſons of 


* e 


Seaſon to entertain your Readers with ſome Conſidera- 


tions upon what he has ſuggeſted about the ExpeQa- 
tion of the Jews of a Ä ah t to come out o their | 


— Nation. 


He allows, © That he was in Fay cbeut the 1 1 
„ of JESUS, à very great Expeftation among the 
© Jews of a Perſon to come, who was to redeem them 
„ by Arms out of the State of Miſery and rica d 
e 


; A © under which they groaned,” The Account that 


gives of this Expectation, is, ® that it has no real Foun- 
8 dation in the Old * and . e 
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$77 IE Chriſtianity, and to vindicate what he 
has ſaid, it may not be improper at this 
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only proceed from the Senſe of the Oppreſſic ons 


cc they were under; and the ſame Reaſon, ſays be, 
c holds for the Continuance of that Notion.”  _ 
This Solution would have had ſome Air of Probabi. | 
J ties, had this Author been able to produce any parallel 

| Inſtance ſrom any other Nation whatever. It was not 
peculiar to the Jewiſh Nation to be oppreſſed; to be 

_ haraſſed by foreign Armies; to be ſubjett to the Empe- 

_ rors of Rome; 10 be taxed, or to be plundered by Sol- 
dier: Why therefore, ſhould theſe Hardſhips raiſe in 

the Jews alone ſo peculiar an Expectation * I hence 

is il that no other Kingdom in Europe, in Aſia, or in 
Africa, that was conquered by the Romans, or by any 

one elſe, ever expected ſuch a Deliverer upon ſuch 

| Occaſions ? Had no one elſe any Senſe of Oppreſlion ? 
Dr what was there peculiar in the Jewiſh Oppreſſions, 
No peculiar, 1 ſay, t "Os: which "” od 18 theſe 

- Hopes 4 5 
Our hi himſelf, in the Account hey gives us of the 
State of the Fxpettation of a Meſſias among the Sama- 
ritan Jews, readily acknowledges, that “ one would 
| © think they ſhould naturally ſpeak” of a Meſſias, 
as a Matter of Belief and Comfort,” conſidering 
the poor, the affiifted, the miſerable State in which theſe 
People live in Sichem. And yet theſe Difficulties never 
raiſed any Expectation of a Temporal Meſſiah in them; 


ray, our Author declares, that to him * the Samari- 
« tans do not appear to have ever been ſo far poſſeſsd 


«© with the Notion of a Meſſias, as to have taken up 
Arms under the Conduct of any one who pretended 
to that Charatter; tho they have upon divers Occa- 
* ſions made Revolts and Inſurrections, and even at- 
* tempied to ſet up a King among them; and tho by 
Þ * being an oppreſſed People, and living all together in 


one I. erritory, they were better qualify'd to ſet up a 


5 . Nee, or Meſſias, than the diſpers'd Nation of 
= F the Jene were.” How comes it then to paſs, that 
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theſe unhappy, oppreſſed Samaritans, ſo much better | 
qu ualified than the Jews to ſet up a Deliverer, yet have 
never © been poſſeſs'd ſo far with the Notion of a Tem- | 
e poral Meſſiah,” as to attempt any thing under * 
8 Conduct of ſuch a Perſon? 


| This Author conjectures, that the Sadduces were not 


ſo generally under the Expectation of the Meſſias, as 
the Phariſees and Eſſenes were. And his Reaſon is, 
that they pretended to adhere only to the literal 
 & Senſe of the Scriptures, and to rejett the allegorical 
« and traditional Senſe thereof; upon which only the 
Jews cou'd juſtly ground their Expectations * 4 - 
4 carnal or victorious Meſſiah.” ?“ 
Whatever grounds there may be for this Con flare, 55 
the Reaſon here aſſign'd cannot be true. For the Jews 
grounded their Expectations of a Temporal Deliverer 
uon Paſſages taken according to the mere Letter; and 
by too cloſe adhering to that, where they ought to have 
underſtood Places figuratively, they fell into their Mi- 
takes. But this is not what I would remark. Thoſe 
Jews who were as utter Enemies to Allegories, to Tra- 
ditions, to Inventions of Men, as any ever were, are, 
and in fact have been, as ſtrict Believers of a Meſſiah 
as any; I mean the Caraites : Theſe Men are ſcrupu- 
| louſly. attach'd to the Letter of the Bible, and never 
explain the Scripture by Tradition, but only by the Light 
of Reaſon; by which alone they endeavour to under. 
tand the Scripture, and to draw natural and neceſſary 
Conſequences from the Law. 5 
Mleſſiah as; well as the other Jews; and therefore 
what our Author imagines, that the Expeblation „„ 
Meſſiah aroſe from allegorical and traditional Senſes of 
Scripture, is entirely groundleſs. The Caraites were ſo 
much Enemies to Traditions, that they thought the 
Talmud 79 be nothing elſe but mere Reveries ; and as 
they oppoſed the other Jews in all their groundleſs alle- 
gorical Notions, whencs is it that theſe Men have © 
0 * ound 
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L found out the Notion 9 a Meſſiah, but in literal Pro. 


phecies ? 


„ what 1 would principally obſerve, is, that the 
Queſtion in debate is not, whether the Jews expected 


a carnal or a victorious Meſſi ah, cr not * That may 


make a very proper Queſtion betwixt Jews and Chriſ- 
tians, viz. under what Circumſtances, or in what 
Manner, the Meſſiah was to appear. But the Debate 
41 preſent is, whether any ſuch Perſon is propheſi ed of 
in the Old Teſtament at all? That is the Point to be 
ſettled, before we can enquire whether he was to be a 
_ Temporal Prince, or a Spiritual one; it being ridicu- 
lous to debate about an Attribute, or a Property, if 
there be no Subſtance, or Being, to which ſuch Proper- 
1 can belong. And conſequently, 'tis foreign to the 
 _ Queſtion to tell us what one uninformed Jew, or ano- 
ther, thought or ſaid of him in the New Teſtament; 
unleſs it be proved that every Jewiſh Opinion, every 
Notion, which there happens to be mentioned, is true; 
and that every one of the Jews was ſree from Preju- 
dice, and underſtood the Old Teſtament SORE: to its | 
true intended Meaning. 5 
Aszain; allowing that the Diſciples, or the Atoſtle 
5 themſelves, had Expectations, at firſt, of a Temporal 
Meſſiah; and allowing too, that Joſephus had no Ex- 
-  peftation of a Meſſiah that ſhould ariſe out of his 
Nation; (which laſt can never be proved) and admit- 
ting too what Rabbi Hillel ſaid, That there was to 
be no Meſſias in Iſrael, becauſe they had him in the 
Pays of Hezekiah : Yet what does all this amount to 
againſt the general Belief that there was to be a Meſſiah? 
The Apoſtles might have their Prejudices, which they 
might reaſonably be, and in fatt were, afterwards 


Lon vinced to be groundleſs ones: Joſephus, by apply- 


ing the Oracle he ſpeaks of, whatever that was, to 


Veſpaſian, neceſſarilj ſuppoſes that there was ſuch an 


Voce! $ And K. - Hillel, ”» ſaying that the Jews had 
„ the 
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FR Meſſ ah in the Days of Hezekiah, ſuppoſes that 
there was to be one; and the Queſtion then would be,” 
Whether the Meſſiah were Jeſus of N or Heze- : 
kiah, or any one elſe. = 
Theſe Things therefore being diſcarded, as pd 1% 
. the preſent Purpoſe; and it appearing that the Senſe 
of the Oppreſſion which the Jews lay under, was not 
| ſufficient Foundation for the Expettation which the 


Jews had ef a Meſſiah; we muſt ſearch for the No- 


tion in Antiquis Sacerdomnitii Libris, ny Tacitus zells 
us, it was thought to be contained, 
Teſtament. There we find great dromiſes made by 
God to virtuous People; plain Prediclions of future 
Times : Prophecies of a Time when all Nations ſhall 
be gathered unto God; when He would ſet up a 
Kingdom that ſhould never be deſtroyed ; when the 
Jews ſhould return to their own Land, and: all that 
ſee them ſhall acknowledge them, that they are the _ 
Seed which the Lord bath bleſſed, Theſe, and many 
other Prophecies, are repreſented as to be ac compliſhed 
by means of ſome One particular Perſon, who was to 
reign and proſper, and execute Judgment and Juſtice 


© 


- upon Earth; whoſe Name was 10 be called The Lord 
our Righteouſneſs: Who was to have Dalla, and 
Glory, and a Kingdom, that all People, Nations, 

and Languages ſhould ſerve him: His Dominion is 
an everlaſting Dominion, which ſhall not paſs away, 

and his Kingdom that which ſhall not be deſtroyed, 
When therefore an Enquiry is made into the Grounds 
of the Chriſtian Belief, no more ſeems to be meant but 
this: Have the Authors of the Cd Teſtament - prophe- 
fied of ſome One Perſon ro whom God has promiſed a 
| Kingdom and Dominion; and by whom God deſ:s "DR 

ed to bring about ſuch and ſuch great Fucnts in the 
World? If there be ſuch Prophecies, of ſuch a parti- 
cular Perſon, this is what the Jews mean by their 


_ Mel 5 whom indeed they fitt expect; and this is ; 
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| what We Chriſtians mean, when we ſay, that Jeſus 

is The Chriſt : He is that Perſon by whom God will 

| accompliſh what was ſpoken in the Prophets. e 

48 I cannot therefore but conclude, in direct Contradic- 
ti io'n é to what this acute and learned Author aſſerts, 
„ viz. That the Expectation of a Meſſiah had a rea! 
_ (= Foundation in the Old Teſtament, and did not, could 
„ not, proceed from the Senſe of the 8 88 ons " Woe 5 
| the Jews __ under. * am, N 


8 IR. 


Philalethes. 
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To a LE TTER 1 in the 


LONDON JOURNAL, | 


April 15 172 7. . 
N 0 are e pleaſed to take Exceptions- to a 
V A Solution, given by the Author of the 


cScheme, &c. of the © Expectation of the 
+ 3 © Jews, in and about the Times of Jeſus, 
1 of a Perſon to come out of their Nation, to re- 
2 deem them by Arms out of the State of Gor 8 
© and Slavery, under which they then groan'd: which 
Expectation, having no real Foundation in the Old 
Teſtament, nor any the leaſt Evidence of its Exiſtence 
among the Jews, till within a little time before the 
1 of Jeſus, as appears by the Silence of the 
Aßpocryphal Books of the Old Teſtament, and of Jo- 
ſephus, the ſaid Author ſays, © could only proceed 
. the Senſe of the Oppreſſions they were un- 
der; in which Solution he follows, and expreſſes iN 
| himſelf in the Words of the learned Dr. Allix. "TY 
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In anſwer to this Solution, I think it would have 
been proper for you to have ſhown, that either the 
Expeclation of a Temporal Meſſiah had a real Founda- 
tion in the Old Teſtament, or that it took its riſe 
| ſooner than the time fixed by Dr. Allix, and the Au- 
thor of the Scheme, &c, or that there was another 
Reaſon for that Expectation, which then began. But 
you anſwer by denying it to be a probable Solution, 
ſaying, that zhis Solution would have had the Air of 
Probability, had the Author been able to produce any 
parallel Inſtance of any other Nation whatſoever , and 
that it was not peculiar to the Jewiſh Nation to be 
oppreſsd; to be haraſsd by foreign Armys; to be 
ſubject to the Emperors of Rome; to be tax'd, and 
plundered by Soldiers. And you ask, why therefore 
theſe Hardſhips ſhould raiſe in the Jews alone ſo pecu- 
liar an Expectation? Whence is it that no other 
Kingdom in Europe, Aſia, or Africa, that was con- 
 quer'd by the Romans, or by any one elſe, ever ex- 
pected ſuch a Deliverer upon ſuch Occaſions * Had no 
one elſe any Senſe of Oppreſſion ? Or what was there 
peculiar in the Jewiſh Oppreſſions which ſhould raiſe 
JJ CE mn Le, 
To which I anſwer. that the Solution has a great 
Air of Probability, both from Reaſon and Fact. For 
nothing will be more eaſy than to give numerous 
Examples in almoſt all the Countrys, whereof we 
have hiſtorical Accounts, of People oppreſs'd, who | 
naturally caſt about for ways of Relief, giving into 
the Notion of a Deliverer, according to their Oc- 
cCaſions for ſuch an one; whom they ſometimes ex- 
pect from Heaven, as well as from among Men: 
for Enthuſiaſm, which is frequently raiſed by and 
join'd to Diſtreſs, helps forward the Perſuaſion among 
Men, that they ſhall have a Deliverer. The Hugue- 
nots, who were expell'd France, ſoon fell into the 
 Expeftation, that they ſhould be reſtor'd, and roſes | 
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pointed and expect feel. „5 
The Jews were not only diſtreſs'd like common 


— 


tled in their native Country ; and ſome of them pitched 


on the Prince of Orange for their Deliverer, whom 
they then thought they ſaw clearly mark'd out to 
them in the Bible, Nor are there wanting ambitious 
and enthuſiaſtical Perſons, ready to put themſelves at 
the Head of People in diſtreſs, whom they eaſily 


perſuade to believe, that they are the Deliverers ap- 


Mortals, but were often plung'd into the greateſt 


Slavery and Misfortunes, by their running into fre- 
quent Rebellions againſt the Powers to which they 
were ſubject, and as ſuch often wanted and ſet up 


Deliverers, And if you will pleaſe to look into the | 


Books of the Old Teſtament, and eſpecially into the 
Prophetical and Apocryphal Books, you will find the 
Affair of a Deliverer a common Matter both of No- 
tion and Practice; I mean, a Deliverer near at hand, 
| ſuited to the Diſtreſſes they were under, and the 
Times wherein the Books were written, but not a 
remote Deliverer, or a Deliverer under the Idea the 
Jews have for a long time torm'd to themſelves, 
They were alſo a numerous, factious, and enthuſiaſ- 
tical People, thinking themſelves Favourites of Hea- _ 
ven, (tho, if we may judge by the Event, a moſt _ 
_ Miſerable People) and had, and have divers Maxims 
and Practices, which kept, and do now keep, them 


united to themſelves, and ſeparate from the reſt of the 


World. They have therefore not only the common 
| Cauſe of other Men to ſet up the Expectation of a 
| Deliverer, but to be more ſtrongly poſſeſs'd with it 
than others; and, as continuing under the greateſt _ 
Oppreſſions, to continue under that Expettarion : and 


accordingly, from the time they got into their Heads 


their moſt extravagant, ungrounded, and chimerical 
| Notion of a Deliverer, they have been more agreed 
and fix' d in that Expectation, (for they were not una- 


nimous _ 


2 ( 94) 
nimous in that Expectation till many Centurys after 
Jeſus) under numerous and great Diſappointments, 
and the utmoſt Hardſhips and dufferings, for acting in 
purſuance of their Expectations of a Deliverer; of 
Whom it is to be obſerved, that they have often 
chang'd their Ideas in reſpect to his Birth, Family, 
Country, and time of his Appearance; which ſome- 
times they have made neceſſary, and at other times 
not neceſſary Parts of his Character; and have been 
ſtedfaſt in no part of his Character, but that of a 
Warrior, who is to lead them to: Jeruſalem, and ſet 
up a Jewiſh Kingdom, and Worſhip in a new Temple, 
JJ ð ß 
So that the Jews, in their falſe and ungrounded 
Exectation of a Deliverer, have acted upon the com- 
mon Principles of human Nature, heighten'd by an 
extravagant Enthuſiaſm, to which their peculiar Con- 
dition has diſpos'd them. Theſe things ſhall have 
a larger Explication and Defence, if I find them made 
matter of Objection in the Writings which will pro? 
bably be publiſhed againſt the Scheme, &c. in a Tract, 
wherein I conſider the Cauſes and Reaſons of the Jeus 
continuing a People. In the mean while, I judge 
this ſufficient on the preſent occaſion. 
In!n the next Paragraph, you attack the Solution from 
the Caſe of the S1maritans, but in ſuch a manner, 


that I do not pretend to underſtand you. 
I do not know what it is you would fix on your 
Adverſary, or what it is you lay down as your own 
Senſe, and you go ff from the Matter before you 
in your Concluſion, by asking a Queſtion foreign to 

that Matter, viz. Why the unhappy Samaritans have 


never attempted any thing under the Conduct of a Meſ- 


| fiah ? when your Queſtion ſhould have been, as 1 
think, why the unhappy Samaritans never expetted a 
_ Meſſiah ? For certainly they might expect a Meſſiah, 
and yet not riſe up in Arms under the Conduct of F 


JJ oo, nn oy 
| Beſides, I do not ſee what reaſon you have for aſ- 
_ ſigning the Hypotheſis of interpreting the Bible ac- 
_ cording to the mere Letter, without regard to the 
| Senſe of Places, as the ground of the Jews Expefta- 
tion. I deny that that falſe Hypotheſis gives the leaſt _ 
countenance to the Jews Notion of a Meſſiah, or that 
they went antiently on that Scheme. You ought to 
attribute no Abſurditys to the Jews, but what you can 
prove upon them. Would it not be abſurd to make 
the Jews to have argu'd originally for a Meſſiah, and 
to have uſed all thoſe ridiculous Interpretations they 
have done, ſince the Expes?ation of a Meſſiah has be- 
come fix'd and rooted among them, unleſs you could 
actually fix ſuch Interpretations originally upon them? 
Men, when once poſſeſs'd with a Notion, may think | 
they ſee it every where, and find it out in Places that 
give not the leaſt colour for it. But they do not na- 
turally fall into ſo much Abſurdity at the firſt broach- | 


199 
Meſſiah. All therefore I think proper to ſay, is, that 
if you will take the Account (which you do not pre- 


tend to diſprove) given by your Adverſary of the 


Samaritans, their caſe does not contradict but confirm 
EE 4 CE nas 5 
Your Solution of the Jews Expectation of a Meſſiah 


or Temporal Deliverer, is, that they grounded their 


Expectation of a Temporal Deliverer upon Paſſages in the 


Old Teſtament, taken according to the mere Letter; 
and that by too cloſe adhering to the mere Letter, they 
fell into their Miſtakes. But you offer no Proof of 


this Fact: nor can you produce any Proof thereof: 


For it does not appear, that the Jews had any ſuch oF 


Fxpeftation for ſeveral Centurys after the Books of 
the Old Teſtament were oubliſh 


to produce thoſe miſtaken Interpretations, as Proofs i 


ed, or that they made 
any falſe Interpretations of the Old Teſtament, or 
miſtook it about that Matter. If they did, be pleas'd 


e 20 SI . wal Sa _- 


tos): 


ing a falſe Notion, Dantes "i infinitely 
more abſurd Interpretations of the Bible now made 
| uſe of to ſupport it, than it had originally: And 1 
preſume you will allow, that the firſt Chapter of Ge- 
neſis was not antiently thought to countenance that 
Doctrine; and that very probably the Rhemiſh Tran- 


ſlators were the firſt who ſaw ſuch a Notion there, 


and made the Application. 
[Your inſtance of the Jews, called Caratitn, Who 


you ſay, were as utter Enemys to Allegorys, to Tra. 


| ditions, to Inventions of Men, as any ever were, and 


yet are and in fact have been as ſtriff Believers of a 


Mieſſiah as any Jews, will not in the leaſt ſerve your 
\ Purpoſe, to prove, that any Jews antiently founded 
their Expettation of a Meſſiah on the mere Letter of 


the Bible, or that the Caraites, who ſeem a very. 


= modern Separation from the Jews, did ſo. 


1. For firſt, you quote none of the Caraite Books, 
: (which are all modern, and withal ſo few, that the 
Jews ſpeak of the Caraites ass Dumb Dogs, who have 
1 publiſh'd no Books) to ſhow their Method of inter- 


4 . the Bible in relation to the matter of the 
Mieſſia 


Ty ſcrupulouſly attach'd to that. 


2. The Caraites cannot be ſaid to * great Ene- 


+ mies to the Inventions of Men, when they pretend 
to ground the Expefation of a temporal Meſſiah, which 
is a mere Izvention of Men, on the Scripture. And 


I wonder how you can ask, whence the Caraites 


have found out the Notion of a Meſſi ah, but in Lite- 


ral Prophecy s? and how you can ſpeak of them as 
en the * * rhe _— of Rue. 


without producing which, you have no right 
to conclude, they did proceed, in interpreting the 
| Bible, according to the mere Letter, and to have been 


"0 Wali Pref. ad Notitiam Karzorum, p. 4. 
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| fon; when even you muſt allow, that there is no 
Foundation for their Meſſiah in the Literal Prophecys, 
that is, in the ch yo” underſtood in their. pri- 
mary Senſe, in the Senſe intended by the Prophets ; 
and when the Hypotheſis of the mere Letter is, ac- 
| cording to you, a falſe Hypotheſis for interpreting 


the Bible, as leading the Jews into their miſtaten Be- 
lief of a ranporal Aofleb: 


2. Tt does happen, that, tho the Caraites are a 


poor, low, ignorant, ſmall People, and have written 
but very few Books, there is a * Comment made by 


a Caraite Author on the Pentateuch: out of which 


John Lewis Frey, Profeſſor of Baſil, made ſome 


Extracts, which Extracts are extant in Manuſcript 
in the Library of the Fathers of the Oratory at 
Paris. From which Extracts, which were commun: 
cated to Wolfius of Hamburg by the Favour of Fa- 
ther Le Long of the Oratory, he gives an Account of 
the Method, which the Caraire Author pretends to 
uſe in his Interpretation of the Scriptures. The 
Caraite Author profeſſes, that, after giving the literal 
| Senſe, which, he ſays, is eſteem'd fundamental by all 
 Yews, he will give the allegorical Senſe out of regard 
to his Friends, the Caraites, who deſir'd it of him, 
and approv'd of that Method of Interpretation, He 
| alſo ſays, he joins TRADITIONS to his Expoſs 
tions, rejecting ſome Traditions and receiving ot 
Z3o that the Difference between the Jews and the 
Caraites, in _— to interpreting the Scriptures al. 
legorically, and f | 
raites paying leſs regard to Allegorys and Traditions 
than the other Jews. And thus another Caraite Au- 
| thor, cited by Trigland in his Diatribe de Secta Ka- 
raæorum, ſtates the matter himſelf ; whoſe Words 


ers. ; 


om Traditions, lies only in the Ca- 
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" Trigland 


For I am ſatisfy 
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Trigland thus tranſlates : 3 Non invenies hodie, quod 
inter nos & fratres noſtros Rabbinos ſit differentia, quod | 
ad Conſtitutiones, Cautiones, Sepimenta, ac Traditiones, 
quas uterque accepimus à noſtris Santtis patribus ; ſed 
tantum earum reſpectu, quibus nullum eſt indicium in 
lege (Scripta) immo potius contrarium, & illorum ver- 


bis repugnans. 


I conclude this matter of the Caraites, with citing 
a2 Notion of theirs, which, whether they pretend to 
found on Reaſon or Scripture, I do not determine. 
They ſay, * © The coming of the Meſſiah is delay'd, 
_ © becauſe of the flow Motion of Saturn, which is |} 
© the Star of the Sabbath, and of the Jewiſh } 
You have two Paragraphs concerning what is the 
Queſtion in debate; which, you ſay, is not, Whether 
the Jews expected a Carnal Meſſiah or not=——But 
whether any ſuch Perſon be propheſy'd of in the Old 
Tieſtament at all? But this I do not underſtand. 
Such is relative here only to the Term Meſſiah, which 
Term not ſignifying, according to you, either a tem-. 
poral or ſpiritual Meſſiah, and not being defin'd by 
Fou, has no Meaning. Be pleas'd therefore to de- 
fine the Term, and you ſhall have Liberty from me 
to make what you pleale the Queſtion in debate: 
d, that you cannot clearly ſtate any 
Queſtion, which can be reſolv'd from the literal 
Senſe of the Old Teſtament, ſo as to ſerve your 
purpoſe, I am ſo much at a loſs how to fix a No- 
tion of a Meſſiah from what you ſay, in order to 
ſtate a Queſtion, that J find my ſelf excluded not 
only from making him a temporal or ſpiritual Per- 
| fon, but from making him to ariſe out of the Jewiſh 


| 3 Cap. ix. apud Wolfi notit. Karon, p. 284. 
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| Nation (by what you mention of Joſephus) and alſo 
by excluding all Conſideration of time out of his 


Character, by what you ſay about Rabbi Hillel, By 7 
your Method, the Matter to be prov'd, or the thing 


ſignify'd by the Term Meſſiah, will hereby be re- 
. © RS Cos 
After having thus clear'd your way againſt the 
Scheme, you ſay, * We muſt ſearch for the Notion 


in Antiquis Sacerdotum libris, where Tacitus tells 


| < us, it was thought to be contain'd, i. e. in the 
Old Teſtament.” But Tacitus does not, that! 
know of, ſpeak of your Meſſiah, which is a Term 
JJ 5 = Ce oe io Fogg 
According to Tacitus, we muſt ſearch the Old 
| Teſtament for a Prophecy about Veſpaſian and Titus: 
for that is the Prophecy Tacitus ſpeaks of, who pro; ⁵ʃ 
Ibably never read a Line of the Old Teſtament, but 
| believ'd in Joſephus, or ſuch Jews, who deny'd there 
was to be a Meſſiah to ariſe out of their Nation, 
and only thought there was a Prophecy in their 
Books, which related to Veſpaſian and Titus. 


And then you mention ſuch Paſſages, or rather re- 


1 fer to and cite a Parcel of Phraſes, and tack them 
| together; which, when conſider'd, will be fo far 


from ſhowing any Notion contain'd therein, to ſerve 


pour purpoſe, that the very Context every where 
will ſhow you ſomething ſubyerſive of it, 8 


For to go thro' them one after another. 


I. How can theſe two general Matters, you con- 
tent your felf to mention, without citing any parti: 
| cular Paſſages, viz. Great Promiſes made by God to 
| wirtuous People, and plain Predictions of future Times, 
| ſerve your purpoſe, but among thoſe who take your 
| word both for the Subject and the Application? 


2. How can © Prophecys of a time when all Na- 5 | 


1 | «ci ſhall be gather'd unto God,” ſerve any Hypo- 
tion 


theiis, when I believe the Terms, all Nations, in the _ 
| TIED, J 
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places where they are to be found, never ſignify 


the whole World, nor the Terms gathering unto God 
mean any thing but the gathering unto God's Houſe, 
to worſhip or to ſee the Jews worſhip at Jeruſa- 


lem; which gathering is viſibly to be accompliſh'd 
in a ſhort time after the ſuppos'd Prediction? 


3. How does A Prophecy, that God would ſe: ; 


© up a Kingdom that ſhould never be deſtroy d, ſerve 
your purpoſe, when it does not appear to be a 


Jewiſh Kingdom, nor a remote Kingdom; but a 
Kingdom to take place after other Kingdoms, and 
that probably took place before the Jews Expecta- 


tions of a Meſſiah can be prov'd to have begun? 


4. How does A Prophecy, that, when the Jews f 


| © ſhould return to their own Land, all that ſee them 


hall acknowledge them, that they are the Seed 
* which the Lord hath bleſſed,” appear to refer to 
times remote from the times when that Prophecy 


| was ſuppos'd to be deliver'd 


5. How does it appear, t 


Perſon cannot be proy'd to be meant to be the 


Agent in all thoſe Places, where ſome particular 
Agent is mention'd ; and when ſometimes that Agent 


is one Perſon, and ſometimes another ? 


56. How does that Perſon appear to be the Perſon, 
who in Jeremiah 1s to execute Judgment and Juſtice 
on the Earth; who, thro' miſtake, you fay, is call'd 
the Lord our Righteouſneſs? For that 5 Name, which 
is but twice us'd in Jeremiah, is in one Place the 
name of Iſrael, and in the other the name of the 
City of Jeruſalem, of which it is ſaid, ſhe ſhall be 


——_— 


— — 


Ke Grotius in loc. 


— hat theſe Prophecys be- 
fore recited, are to be accompliſh'd by ſome one 
particular Perſon * when ſometimes no particular 
Perſon is mention'd, and when one and the ſame_ 


called 
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called the Lord our Righteouſneſs, as our Tranflators 
render it, But this is a Matter of no moment. For 

let the Perſon, who is to execute Judgment and _ 
Juſtice on the Earth, be call'd, The Lord our Righ- 

_ Zeouſneſs, that Hebrew Figure of Speech characteriſes 

not any one to your purpoſe. For the Context ſets 

forth, that that Perſon who is to execute Judgment, 


is to reign in Judah after the Jews return from the 


Babyloniſh Captivity, and ſeems to mean, as Gro- 
tius ſays, Zorobabel. And this takes away all grounds 
for making the Perſon in Jeremiah the ſame with 
any Perſon who was to live after Zorobabel; and 
demonſtrates, that this Place has nothing to do with 
24 Aſeſſias, who was to come afterwards 
And as this Perſon appears not to be the ſame _ 
Perſon with any one mention'd in the precedent | 
Phraſes you cite, and ſeems to be Zorobabel; ſo he 
cannot be the ſame Perſon, who in Daniel is to 
have Dominion, Glory, and a Kingdom; there being 
ſeveral hundred Years diſtance between theſe two 
| Perſons, to ſay nothing of other Objeftionss 
J. I have conſulted the Bible concerning the 
Phraſes you cite, and upon which you form your : 
Argument; and have with ſome Pains conſider'd 
them in the Places where they occur: and muſt a- 
| vow, that I cannot ſee how you can employ them 
to your purpoſe, unleſs you will proceed in ſome _ 
Myſtical or Surenhuſian Method, I wiſh you had _ 
cited the Places you refer to, and given us an x- 
|  planation bf them from the Context where they 
ſtand, that I might have been able better to have 


judg'd of them, and both of us wrote better for 
each other's Conviction. For as I cannot convince 


you, without knowing your Strength; which ought 
to lie in urging the Phraſes you cite in their literal | 

 &enſes, the Nenfes intended by the Authors of them, 
and in ſhowing that the different Authors had one 
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and the ſame View ; and particularly when they n men- 


tion a Perſon, that they mean one and the ſame Per- 
ſon: ſo it is impoſſible for me to convince you, 
that you exhibit or prove any literal Senſe, by a 
Method of Sg and Application, that will make 
any thing out of any thing. And I think 1 have 

a ſort of Right to confine you to theſe Cications, 
if you think fit to defend your Argument; which 
Citations you have thought fit to put your Cauſe 
uf on, in order to confute and convince your Ad- 
verſary, as well as to JAHN ſuch as are already ſa- 

- tisfy'd. - +... 0 
8. Lally, bow dons | it appear, hae al the Paſſages 
above, which you muſt allow prove not the Jews 
Hypotheſis of a temporal Meſſiah, were the Foun- 
dation of the Jews Notion ? What reaſon have 


you to attribute ſuch abſurd arguing to them, be- 


| fore it appears, that they argu'd after that abſurd 
manner, nay, before it Appears. that. they had their - 
| Notion of a Meſſiah? : 
For a cloſe of your Letter you add, wha. you £ 
ſay, ſeems to be meant by the Term Meſſ ah, and 
alſo what you take to be the Queſtion in debate: 5 
Have the Authors of the Old Teſtament prophe- 


of ſome one Perſon, to whom God has pro- 
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mis'd a Kingdom and Dominion, and by whom 


God deſi gn'd to bring about ſuch and ſuch great 


Events in the World "a If there be ſuch Prophecys, 
of ſuch a particular Perſon, this is what the Jews 
mean by their Meſſiah, whom indeed they till 
e expect ; and this is what we Chriſtians mean when 
we ſay, that Jeſus is the Chriſt: He is that Per- 
* ſon by whom God will accompliſh what was 
8 ſpoken by the Prophets. 5 
hut this is too general, and ſerves no purpoſe; 
without ſome more particular Explication of what 
you ſay. Iou Loy: name the Events deſign'd to be 
brought | 
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brought about, and that not by giving us indetermi- 
nate Expreſſions, but ſetting down preciſely ſome 
Events. You muſt alſo define what you mean by 
Dominion and a Kingdom, And divers more Part. 
culars will perhaps be neceſſary, in order to make 
a proper ®weſtion in debate. Suppoſe a Chriſtian 


would prove the Truth of Chriſtianity to a Deiſt, and 


as the firſt Article of the Chriſtian Faith would prove 
to him the Truth of Jeſus being the Meſſiah, pro- 
mis'd in the Old Teſtament : Muſt not the Chriſtian 
declare to the Deiſt the full Notion of the Meſſiah, 

ſo as to make it ſquire to Jeſus Chriſt alone? If 
he does not, the Queſtion is about another Subject, 
and not about the Chriſtians Meſſiah z and the Deiſt 
may juſtly ſay, this is not the Matter the Chriſtian is 


to prove to him, The Chriſtian then muſt lay 
down ſuch a Definition or Notion of a Meſſiah, as 


ſquares with Jeſus being the Meſſiah, and excludes | 
all other Perſons but him from being the Meſſiah. 


The Queſtion then will be, whether the Definition 


given agrees to any one Perſon promis'd in the Old 
Teſtament, And if that Queſtion be examin'd and 


try'd by the Old Teſtament, interpreted according to 
the Jewiſh Rules of Interpretation proceeded on in 


the New Teſtament, it will be eaſily determin'd to the 


Advantage of Chriſtians, But if it be examin'd by 


the Old Teſtament, underſtood critically, and accord- 
ing to the original and primary Senſe intended by 
F the Old Teſtament, it will appear, 
that the Paſſages cited by you on this occaſion, and 
all the Paſſages you cay cite, prove nothing ſingly, 
nay, are foreign to the purpoſe ; that they are mere 
Phraſes, tack'd together, which you cannot ſhow 


the Writers o 


belong to one another; and that you cannot ſhow 


any Reaſon, for one and the ſame Perſon being con- | 


cern'd in the independent Phraſes you cite, 


I1907 
I conclude to you with adding, that your Defi- 
nition of the Chriſtians Meſſias is liable tg a fur. 
ther Difficulty. You ſay, He is that Perſon by 
whom God WILL accompliſh what was ſpoken in 
the Prophets, Which is to put that into his Character, 
which can have no weight with Deiſts ; who proba- 
| bly will not believe in him as characteris'd literally 
in the Old Teſtament, that is yet to accompliſh the 
things ſpoken of him therein, but will be kept at a 
_ diſtance from believing in him, and eſpecially ſince 
they deny that there is any Foundation * ſuppoſing 
that he ever literally accompliſh'd any Prophecy. 
 Moreoyer, they will ſay that the Scheme of making 
the Meſſiah to have ſeveral Prophecys yet to accom- 
pfliſh, may probably be employ'd by you, as it has 
| been by others, merely to ſolve Difficulties, when 
you are not able by the Arts of Interpretation to 
make a Prophecy to ſquare or agree in all its Parts to 


Pr 


| the Perſon you would have it referr'd to, 
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POSTSCRIPT. 


Jo are pleas'd to ſay in a Parentheſis, that it 


can never be prov'd, that Joſephus had no 


Expectation of a Meſſias that ſhould ariſe out of 
| his Nation: which Parentheſis having no relation 
to the Matter before 28 in diſpute, and being in 


my opinion capable of the cleareſt Diſproof, I ſhall _ 
refure it here. Joſephus ſays, as Biſhop * Chandler 


tranſlates him, That which chiefly excited the Jews 
to War, was an ambiguous Prophecy, which was 
found in the ſacred Books, that as that time ſomes 
© one within their Country ſhould ariſe, that ſhould 
obtain the Empire of the whole World. For this 
they had receiv'd (by Tradition) that it was ſpoke 


© of one of their Nation, and many wiſe Men were 
1 deceiv'd with the Interpretation, by But in | truth, . 


© Veſpaſian's Empire was deſign'd in this Prophecy, i 


* who was created Emperor in Judæa.“ And here- 
in he plainly implys, that the Prophecy on which 
ſome Jews grounded their Notion of a Meſſias, or 


of a Perſon to ariſe out of their Nation, who ſhould 
obtain the Empire of the whole World, was miſtaken 

I by them, and related not to ſuch Perſon. And he 
I expreſly ſays, it related to Veſpaſian, who did not 
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ariſe out of the Jewiſh Nation, but was created 

Emperor in Judea, This Matter ſeem'd ſo plain to 
Biſhop Chandler, that he * repreſents Joſephus (as 
well as other Jews) as 3 the National 1 
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